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Liberal Crony Capitalists 


The fast-food chain Burger King is making 
a bid to purchase Canadian-based dough- 
nut chain Tim Hortons in order to relocate 
from the United States to Canada. Burger 
King’s inversion transaction is being fund- 
ed by none other than billionaire globalist 
Warren Buffett. 3G Capital, the majority 
shareholder in Burger King pushing for 
the deal, is a private equity firm headed 
by Brazil’s richest man, Jorge Paulo Le- 
mann; Buffett previously worked with 3G 
Capital in their ultimately successful bid 
to purchase H.J. Heinz. 

While many in the “Progressive” media 
are outraged over Burger King’s plan to 
leave the United States to escape our high 
corporate tax rate, and specifically War- 
ren Buffett’s role in the process, it must be 
noted: This is what crony capitalists such 
as Buffett do. Buffett, together with fel- 
low globalist George Soros, helped kill the 
Keystone XL Pipeline so that Canadian oil 
would not flow to the United States and 
reduce our oil prices. Rather, it would be 
shipped by rail lines owned by Buffett to 
ports on the Canadian Pacific coast for 
shipment by supertanker to Asia. 

How do crony capitalists make money? 
By controlling federal and state regulators 
to make themselves exempt and shut down 
their competition. General Electric, which 
paid no federal taxes in 2010, continues to 
operate, and profit from, their coal-fired 
power plants, while President Obama’s EPA 
has used incredibly strict carbon emission 
regulations to shut down many other plants 
across the country. Why was this allowed to 
happen? Because GE was the first company 
to receive an exemption from the carbon 
emission standards, as GE’s CEO Jeffrey 
Immelt led Obama’s Council on Jobs and 
Competitiveness. 

CLIFFORD CUNNINGHAM 
Sent via e-mail 


Common Core — End of 
the Teaching Profession 


All across America folks are peeling back 
the Common Core onion and finding an 
unmitigated disaster — intentional child 
abuse and the end of learning. Exposed, it 
is incontrovertible that to be anti-Common 
Core is to be pro-student, pro-teacher, and 
pro-higher educational standards. 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


Common Core reduces teachers to noth- 
ing more than socialist facilitators: 


Children, turn your Microsoft® com- 
puter on; 

Children, put on your biometric 
data collection equipment; 

Children, stare into your computer 
screens and take the math test pre- 
sented by the magnificent corpora- 
tion, Pearson, PLC; 

Children, turn your Microsoft® 
computer off. 


No facilitator is permitted to create a les- 
son, write a test, correct a test, or deviate 
from the Common Core materials — unless 
they want to be fired. Salaries and evalua- 
tions are exclusively tied to the results of 
Common Core tests; hence, no facilitator 
will dare introduce actual pedagogically 
based learning materials. Common Core 
will lay waste to the education profession, 
teacher unions, and the teacher-education 
establishment because facilitators will only 
need a brief indoctrination class. 
Communities will swiftly wake up to 
the fact that facilitators are not permitted 
to teach, and therefore, taxpayers will cor- 
rectly demand a requisite colossal reduc- 
tion in salaries and benefits. 
Consequently, those who truly care 
about education have natural allies with 
those who usually side with the brain- 
dead, big-government education bureau- 
cracy. Parents, teachers, union leaders, and 
teacher colleges are now allies. They must 
quickly band together to eradicate Com- 
mon Core or say hello to Bill Gates be- 
coming a trillionaire, the Pearson testing 
company reaping hundreds of billions, the 
creation of a massive private-government 
Common Core industrial complex, and Jeb 
Bush finally reaping the tens of millions 
in personal profit he has been desperately 
chasing for decades. If we stand together, 
we can stop the Common Core disaster. 
RANDY FRITZ, J.D. 
Anthony, Florida 
President, Tea Party of Marion County, 
Florida, Inc. 
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Sheriff Mack: “We’re Taking Back America One County at a Time” 


In an interview on August 26 with THE 
NEw AMERICAN, retired Arizona Sheriff 
Richard Mack, founder of the Constitu- 
tional Sheriffs and Peace Officers Asso- 
ciation (CSPOA), highlighted the suc- 
cesses that members of his organization 
are having in resisting unconstitutional 
challenges by the federal government, 
particularly when it comes to gun con- 
trol laws, and declared that with these 
successes, “We are taking back America 
one county at a time!” 

CSPOA members have pledged to 
keep their word to uphold, defend, pro- 
tect, preserve, and obey the U.S. Consti- 
tution. And they are doing just that. 

For example, Sheriff John Cook of 
Weld County, Colorado, declared, “It’s 
not [legislators’] job to tell me what I 
can and can’t enforce. I’m still the one who has to say, “Where do 
I put my priorities and resources?’ And it’s not going to be there 
[enforcing gun-control laws].” 

Another organization, Oath Keepers, comprised of current 
or former members of the military or law enforcement, has 
committed to following the constitutional position explained 


Richard 
Mack 


by Franklin Shook, a member of that 
group’s board of directors: 


What Oath Keepers is saying is: when 
you get an order to go to somebody’s 
house and collect one of these illegal 
guns, just stand down. 

Say peacefully: “I refuse to carry 
out an unlawful order,” and we ... 
will do everything in our power to 
keep public pressure on your side to 
keep you from getting in trouble for 
standing down. 


When asked if sheriffs are walking 
the walk and not just talking the talk, 
Mack replied that there are dozens, if 
not hundreds, of examples of sheriffs 
doing precisely that. 

Sheriff Mack emphasized that in every case in which a consti- 
tutional sheriff or peace officer had challenged federal authori- 
ties, the federal authorities had stood down. He could not think 
of a single instance in which any member of either CSPOA or 
Oath Keepers was forced to stand down in the face of unconsti- 
tutional federal pressure. 


Globalist Henry Kissinger Outlines “New World Order” 


Henry 
Kissinger 


AP Images 


As awareness grows of the international establishment’s global- 
ist plotting against liberty and national sovereignty, problems on 
the road toward a “New World Order” are becoming increas- 
ingly obvious, and opposition is surging in tandem. It seems that 
insider bigwigs are getting nervous. Changes in strategy may be 
forthcoming as a result. 

Former secretary of state and national security advisor Henry 
Kissinger — a key front man for a powerful movement aim- 
ing to impose what he and other globalists refer to as a “New 
World Order” — recently outlined some of the establishment’s 
concerns. In a piece published on August 29 in the Wall Street 
Journal, headlined “Henry Kissinger on the Assembly of a New 
World Order,” the prominent foreign policy Machiavellian also 


proposed the acceleration of efforts to impose global gover- 
nance on humanity. 

“The economic system has become global, while the political 
structure of the world remains based on the nation-state,” Kis- 
singer complained. “The international order thus faces a paradox: 
Its prosperity is dependent on the success of globalization, but 
the process produces a political reaction that often works counter 
to its aspirations.” In other words, globalists are worried that the 
public backlash — or “political reaction,” as Kissinger put it — 
to the “international order” created partly by Kissinger and his 
radical comrades is growing and must be dealt with. 

Using opaque language, Kissinger essentially spelled out the 
globalist road map going forward: Rather than creating a global 
government all at once, dividing up the world’s peoples and nations 
into various “regions” ruled by regional regimes must come first. 
“The contemporary quest for world order will require a coherent 
strategy to establish a concept of order within the various regions 
and to relate these regional orders to one another,’ he explained. 

Americans who support individual liberty, biblical Christian- 
ity, national independence, free markets, the Constitution, and 
other traditional U.S. values ought to study Kissinger’s words 
carefully. The “New World Order” and the “regions” he and his 
fellow globalists are pushing are not a new idea — and for the 
overwhelming majority of humanity, its fruits have been and 
will be disaster. 


INSIDE TRACK 


ObamaCare Is a Jobs Killer, Fed Stu 
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The Obama healthcare program is a jobs killer, according to 
recent studies by three Federal Reserve Banks. As John Good- 
man wrote on August 25 at Forbes.com, the Fed banks in New 
York, Philadelphia, and Atlanta all report that ObamaCare is 
both discouraging firms from hiring new workers and encourag- 
ing them to reduce the hours of full-time workers into part-time 
employment. 

The Federal Reserve Bank of Philadelphia found, in a survey 
of businesses in its region, that 18.2 percent of employers had cut 


dies Find 


their number of workers because of ObamaCare, while only three 
percent had hired more. It found that 18.2 percent of the busi- 
nesses reported the proportion of their workforce that is part-time 
was higher, compared to only 1.5 percent who said it was lower. 
More outsourcing to other firms was reported by 13.7 percent of 
the respondents, while only three percent reported a reduction 
of outsourcing. 

The New York Fed conducted two surveys on the effects of 
ObamaCare, with one finding that 21 percent of manufacturers 
were reducing employment, and three percent were adding jobs. 
A survey of business leaders in the region showed 16.9 percent 
reducing employment and 1.6 percent adding to their workforces. 
Among manufacturers, 19.3 percent said they were increasing the 
proportion of their workers who are part-time, while 3.5 percent 
said they were reducing it. Among business leaders, 20.2 percent 
said they were increasing the number of their part-timers, while 
4.8 percent said they were reducing it. 

An Atlanta Fed poll in August found that 34 percent of busi- 
nesses plan to hire more part-time workers than in the past, most- 
ly because of a rise in the cost of full-time employees. 

While the recession “officially” ended five years ago, a real re- 
covery of the still sluggish economy will likely come in spite of, 
rather than because of, government policies. Despite the promises 
of economic growth by elected officials and candidates, experi- 
ence has shown government is much better at slowing than grow- 
ing the economy. 


Israel Bans Water Fluoridation 


Despite attacks from the establishment press and some profes- 
sionals and politicians, Israeli Health Minister Yael German de- 
cided against allowing municipal governments to have the option 
to fluoridate public water supplies. She said the decision would 
allow Israeli parents and doctors to decide on their own whether 
to provide fluoride to children, in what doses, and in what man- 
ner. The order banning the forced consumption of the chemical 
went into effect on August 26. 

Among other groups, the Israel Dental Association, a lobby- 
ing group that represents dentists, urged authorities to continue 
fluoridating the water, claiming it helps reduce cavities. Sepa- 
rately, a coalition of public health and dental experts wrote a 
letter slamming German for the decision. “She is the first-ever 
health minister not to listen to the advice of professionals and 
bring to her office ideology that is not based on scientific facts 
and irresponsible decision making,” they wrote, adding that more 
than 400 million people around the world drink water that is 
fluoridated by authorities. 

However, on the other side of the debate, prominent experts 
and critics of water fluoridation cited health dangers, the immo- 
rality of forcing individuals to consume medication without in- 
formed consent and potentially at inappropriate levels, the costs 
of the program to taxpayers, the alleged lack of dental benefits, 
and more. Around the world, leading high-profile voices weighed 


in, urging the Israeli Health Ministry to take action to protect the 
public from water fluoridation and mass medication. In an August 
15 letter to German, for example, Dr. Hardy Limeback, Ph.D., 
DDS, professor emeritus of preventive dentistry at the University 
of Toronto, strongly urged her to act. 

Organized dentistry and other interests are fighting tooth and 
nail to preserve governments’ powers to fluoridate public water. 
However, anti-fluoridation activists hope that as awareness of 
the potential dangers and ethical problems spreads, involuntary 
mass-medication will eventually become a relic of history. Mi 


Like President Obama, Japanese 

Prime Minister Criticized for Playing Golf 

“How can he go back to his village while there are so many still missing? 
What poor judgment.” 

Heavy rains had killed 40 and had left dozens more missing in a 
Japanese city when Prime Minister Shinzo Abe took time for a golf 
match. Social Democratic Party spokesman Seiji Mataichi thought 
ill of the Japanese leader’s apparent lack of concern for the victims 
of this tragedy. 


Environmental Group Earning Money Seiji 

From Oil Drilling on Conservation Land Mataichi 

“The very idea of oil drilling inside a reserve is utterly wrong, and it’s 

especially disturbing in this case because the Attwater prairie chicken is one of the most endangered 
species in the entire country. It could very well go extinct in the United States.” 

The Center for Biological Diversity’s Kieran Suckling sees hypocrisy in the Nature Conservancy’s 
ownership of the Texas City Prairie Preserve, where drilling is being done and where the environmen- 
talist organization has “lost its moral compass” by taking oil-drilling money. 


No Fan of the Texas Governor, 

He Condemns the Indictment Issued Against Him 

“The indictment of Texas Republican Governor Rick Perry over abuse of 
power and coercion is reminiscent of the way that political dissent was 
handled in the Soviet Union.” 

While stating that he would never vote for Rick Perry, Harvard Law Pro- 
fessor Alan Dershowitz wants an end to using the criminal justice system 
to attack political adversaries. 


Louisiana Governor Defends Abandoning Common Core 

“(The governor] took aggressive action to ensure that educational choice and 
local control of curriculum are not taken away from parents and educators.” 
Originally a supporter of the Common Core standards in education, Gov- 
ernor Bobby Jindal angered the man he appointed as the state’s superintendent of education. But the 
governor’s spokesman, Mike Reed, explained the reversal in a statement issued to the press. 


AP Images 


Gasoline Prices Down From 2013 Levels 

“We can thank Texas, North Dakota and Canada.” 

Oil analyst Tom Kloza of GasBuddy.com estimates that new extracting techniques such as fracking 
have added so much to oil supplies that consumers saved as much as $700 million per week compared 
to a similar period in 2013. 


World Jewish Congress President Points to Attacks on Christians 
“Why is the world silent while Christians are being slaughtered in the Middle East and Africa? The 
barbarous slaughter of thousands upon thousands of Christians is met 
with relative indifference.” 

Ronald S. Lauder pledges that he will not be silent in the face of anti- 
Semitism in Europe and Christian suffering throughout the world. 


Rand Paul Labels Hillary Clinton a “War Hawk” 

“T think that what scares the Democrats the most is, that in a general 

election were I to run, there’s going to be a lot of independents and even 

some Democrats who say, ‘You know what? We are tired of war. We 

are worried that Hillary Clinton will get us involved in another Middle 

Eastern war because she’s so gung-ho.” 

Appearing on NBC’s Meet the Press on August 24, Senator Rand Paul 

(R-Ky.) inched closer to declaring himself a candidate for president. 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUus 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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The Communist Manifesto once shocked American readers with its version of radical 
socialism, called communism. Now, it’s nearing complete implementation in America. 


by Charles Scaliger 


ne hundred seventy years ago, 

Europe was a continent in fer- 

ment. Dissatisfied with the feu- 
dal/monarchical system that had sustained 
most of the continent since the collapse of 
the Roman Empire, many European in- 
tellectuals and agitators wanted to com- 
pletely overturn the old order. The French 
Revolution had spawned many imitators, 
and a number of movements, known col- 
lectively as “socialists,” worked to sow 
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unrest and urge their fellow Europeans 
toward revolution. The most extreme of 
these was the “scientific socialism” of 
Karl Marx, Friedrich Engels, and a circle 
of leftist intellectuals and malcontents 
who called themselves the League of the 
Just. In seeking to differentiate themselves 
from the many brands of “Utopian social- 
ism” then in vogue, Marx and his collabo- 
rators eventually hit on a new name for 
their program: communism. Before long, 
the term was on the lips of every informed 
European, and young Karl Marx soon pro- 


duced a statement of the communist ideol- 
ogy, the Communist Manifesto. 

The Communist Manifesto, a brief and 
very accessible piece of political pam- 
phleteering, was once required reading in 
high-school civics classes across the land 
— ina day when many of its claims still 
had the power to shock. But nowadays, the 
Manifesto is seldom read except by politi- 
cal science majors. The reason for this is 
not hard to discern: The Communist Mani- 
festo, indisputably one of the most influ- 
ential pieces of writing ever produced, no 
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longer offends or surprises, because nearly 
all of its philosophical underpinnings have 
been accepted, and nearly all of its pro- 
gram adopted, in whole or in part, in the 
formerly free nations of the West, includ- 
ing the United States. 


The Manifesto was published in 1848, 

a time of social upheaval across Europe 

(1848 was Europe’s famous “year of revo- 

lutions,” which saw socialist uprisings in 

dozens of states large and small, including 
the many Italian states, France, Ireland, 

the Hapsburg Empire, Poland, the Ger- 

man states, Denmark, western Ukraine, 
Switzerland, and Belgium). Monarchies, 
including the Capetian dynasty in France, 
were overthrown, and other reforms that 
allegedly broke with Europe’s feudal, aris- 
tocratic past were instituted. But it was not 
so much against the entrenched political 
elites that the Communist Manifesto was 
directed; instead, it aimed to abolish the 
“bourgeoisie,” the rough equivalents of 
the entrepreneurial and mercantile classes 
that constituted Europe’s budding capi- 
talist classes, whom Marx termed “the 


Fathers of communism: Karl Marx (left) and Friedrich 
Engels were the first theorists of communism, and were 


middle class owner[s] of property.” These 
were the men who had brought about the 
Industrial Revolution, with its exquisite 
division of labor and productive factories 
and mills, as well as the shopkeepers, mer- 
chants, and traders who found markets for 
the fruits of Europe’s miraculous new pro- 
ductivity. They were also the people and 
corporations who fomented international 
trade, beginning the process of enriching 
and improving the lot of the entire human 
race through such trade — a process that 
continues apace in our day, with Western 
modes of manufacture and capital accu- 
mulation now being spread to the nations 
of Asia and Africa. The Manifesto rejected 
all of these things, proclaiming instead the 
ascendancy of the so-called working class, 
and railing against the material blessings 
of what Marx termed capitalism. In an 
age of optimism, prosperity, and relative 
freedom — at least, in contrast with what 
Europe had known for centuries — the 
Manifesto’s ranting pessimism did not sit 
well with many enlightened minds. 
Marx’s central talking point, the need to 
abolish private property, had little appeal 
in a Europe and America where private 
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responsible for first making its beliefs known internationally with the publication 
of the Communist Manifesto. So successful was the Manifesto (and the more detailed work, 
Das Kapital) that Marxism has become synonymous with revolutionary communism. 
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property had formed the base for the great- 
est surge of economic growth the world 
had ever seen. Inequalities in ownership 
there were, and remain, but the critical 
right to own and control property (includ- 
ing one’s own person) is the legal doctrine 
upon which a free-market economy is 
founded. It allows men to take ownership 
of their lives and work to improve their 
situation, instead of expecting masters 
to provide for them. Private property, in 
other words, is one of the most important 
discoveries of Western Civilization, and is 
the basis for the progress we have enjoyed 
for five centuries. 

The 19th century, though it did not as- 
pire to medieval levels of piety, was still 
an age of faith (at least relative to the 
21st) when even the brightest skeptics 
were reluctant to embrace atheism (the 
great French mathematician and physi- 
cist Pierre Simon Laplace, when asked 
whether he believed in God, replied coyly 
that he had “had no need of that hypoth- 
esis” in his work). But Marx’s Manifesto 
raged against God and religion, assuring 
his readers that a future communist order 
would eradicate them altogether. 

If such talking points were shocking 
to most mid-19th-century readers, they 
are no longer. In our day, Christianity has 
become all but extinct in many parts of 
Europe, and not only in former redoubts 
of Soviet Communism. For while athe- 

ism was official policy in nearly all 
of Eastern Europe and the 
former Soviet Union (and 
remains so today in Com- 
munist China, Cuba, and 

North Korea) — a policy that 

effectively secularized coun- 

tries from Central Europe to 
the Asian Far East — the for- 
mer and current communist 
regimes in Europe, Asia, and 
elsewhere are little less secular 
than those European nations that 
were not drawn into the commu- 
nist sphere. While many recent 
surveys have attempted to gauge 
the degree of religiosity in Eu- 
ropean countries, with somewhat 
varying results, the overall picture 
is stunning: Irreligiosity and out- 
right atheism are close to becoming 
the norm across much of formerly 
Christian Europe. For example, according 
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to a 2010 Eurobarometer poll, as many as 
34 percent of all Swedes, 37 percent of 
Czechs, and 40 percent of French do not 
believe “there is any sort of spirit, God, or 
life force.” The same poll reported that 30 
percent of Dutch, 27 percent of Belgians, 
29 percent of Estonians, 25 percent of resi- 
dents of the U.K., and 20 percent of the 
EU overall, believed likewise. 

Outside of Europe, other modern “West- 
ern” countries show similar trends, with 
Chile, Argentina, and Uruguay (three of 
South America’s four most-developed 
countries) reporting rates of irreligiosity or 
outright atheism of 25, 11, and 17 percent, 
respectively. Results in Canada vary, but 
rates of atheism north of the border have 
been reckoned at anywhere from a quarter 
to a third of the population. In the United 
States, the picture is not quite so bleak, with 
slightly less than 10 percent of Americans 
self-identifying as atheists, although around 
20 percent have no religious affiliation as 
such. Still, for the billions of residents of 
Europe, East Asia, North America north 
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of Mexico, the wealthier nations of South 
America, Australia, and New Zealand, god- 
lessness has become mainstream. 

Urged on by articulate advocates such 
as biologist Richard Dawkins, who have 
used the Internet to amplify their message, 
atheism is on ever surer footing in the 
United States and elsewhere, especially 
among the young, while traditional religi- 
osity of every kind is routinely ridiculed 
in the media and marginalized by legisla- 
tors and policymakers. Karl Marx, were 
he alive today, would no doubt be pleased. 

Another part of Marx’s program was 
— and remains — abolition of the family. 
Marx saw the “bourgeois” institution of 
the family as indissolubly connected with 
capital and private property. When the 
latter disappeared, he argued, so would 
the former: 


On what foundation is the present 
family, the bourgeois family, based? 


On capital, on private gain. In its 
completely developed form, this fam- 
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Denying the faith: Atheists, including many former Mormons, demonstrate outside Temple 
Square in Salt Lake City. Militant atheism is increasingly in vogue in the Western world. By all 
indications, atheism is attracting more and more adherents, especially among the young — a 


development that would surely please Karl Marx. 
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ily exists only among the bourgeoi- 
sie. But this state of things finds its 
complement in the practical absence 
of the family among the proletarians, 
and in public prostitution. 

The bourgeois family will van- 
ish as a matter of course when its 
complement vanishes, and both will 
vanish with the vanishing of capital. 

Do you charge us with wanting to 
stop the exploitation of children by 
their parents? To this crime we plead 
guilty. 


The decline of marriage and the traditional 
family is so universally acknowledged as 
to be almost cliché. Even as divorce rates 
have risen, the number of unmarried cou- 
ples cohabiting and bearing children has 
skyrocketed across the Western world. The 
number of American children born out of 
wedlock is now higher than 40 percent, a 
figure that was in the single digits until 
the end of World War II. At the same time, 
the drive to legalize, legitimize, and make 
ubiquitous “same-sex marriage” is turn- 
ing millennia-old Judeo-Christian culture 
on its ear. Similar trends are in evidence 
across the formerly Christian West, from 
Catholic Latin America to Orthodox East- 
ern Europe. And for those who, in Marx’s 
day or our own, protest the calculated de- 
struction of the traditional family and the 
Judeo-Christian morality associated with 
it, the Manifesto, echoing modern secular- 
ists, dismisses their “disgusting” concerns 
as “bourgeois claptrap about the family 
[and] about the hallowed co-relation of 
parents and child.” 

But the abolition of God, church, mar- 
riage, and family are, in Marx’s view, 
subordinate to the overarching goal of 
Marxism, the radical leveling of society 
by the elimination of private property and 
the middle class (the “bourgeoisie”). This 
Marx justified by claiming that, under 
bourgeois capitalism, private property 
was already a fiction for the proletariat 
or working classes: 


You are horrified at our intending 
to do away with private property. 
But in your existing society, private 
property is already done away with 
for nine-tenths of the population; its 
existence for the few is solely due 
to its non-existence in the hands of 
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Law of the harvest: Government control of agriculture was one of Marx’s top priorities. The U.S 
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Department of Agriculture, with its price controls, subsidies, production quotas, and numerous 
other controls on once-private-sector agriculture, is following the communist program. 


those nine-tenths. You reproach us, 
therefore, with intending to do away 
with a form of property, the neces- 
sary condition for whose existence is 
the non-existence of any property for 
the immense majority of society. 

In one word, you reproach us 
with intending to do away with your 
property. Precisely so; that is just 
what we intend. 


Not only that, but the bourgeois conceit 
of “freedom” was nothing more than a 
justification for an unjust system of prop- 
erty rights: 


The abolition of this state of things 
is called by the bourgeois, abolition 
of individuality and freedom! And 
rightly so. The abolition of bour- 
geois individuality, bourgeois inde- 
pendence, and bourgeois freedom is 
undoubtedly aimed at. 

By freedom is meant, under the 
present bourgeois conditions of pro- 
duction, free trade, free selling and 
buying. 

But if selling and buying disap- 
pears, free selling and buying dis- 
appears also. This talk about free 
selling and buying, and all the other 
“brave words” of our bourgeois 
about freedom in general, have a 
meaning, if any, only in contrast 
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with restricted selling and buy- 
ing, with the fettered traders of the 
Middle Ages, but have no meaning 
when opposed to the Communistic 
abolition of buying and selling, of 
the bourgeois conditions of produc- 
tion, and of the bourgeoisie itself. 


While private property has not yet been 
altogether abolished, private property 
rights have become so diluted as to ren- 
der almost meaningless once-robust legal 
protections on the formerly sacrosanct 
private sector. From confiscatory taxes on 
income, property, and capital and corpo- 
rate gains, to ever-expanding regulatory 
regimes controlling every conceivable 
aspect of commercial activity and prop- 
erty use, the modern world has become, 
for the most part, implacably hostile to the 
principles of laissez-faire economics that 
once inspired Western governments to de- 
regulate commerce and broaden property 
rights. That Americans have not yet been 
herded into full-blown Soviet-style kolk- 
hozes is hardly the issue; American farms 
are already largely collectivized in the 
name of environmental and occupational 
safety, government control of farm prices 
and food supplies, and countless other 
rationales. To the extent that they still op- 
erate on American soil, factories and cor- 
porations are already owned by the state 
in that they pay the highest corporate taxes 
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in the Western world and are subject to 
constant oversight and control by a wel- 
ter of government agencies on the look- 
out for the slightest perceived breach of 
politically correct etiquette or any whiff 
of what our government overlords can 
characterize as unfair competitive prac- 
tices. The modern American workplace 
is literally papered with communist-style 
government edicts warning of the penal- 
ties for any unfair employment or work- 
place practices, for safety violations, or 
any of countless other crimes against the 
regulatory Nanny State. These types of 
things have become accepted because we 
cannot imagine a workplace in which, 
for example, we are not warned of the 
consequences of “unequal employment 
practices,” but such things are as much 
in the spirit of Marx’s program as they 
are antithetical to individual liberty and 
private property rights. 


Planks to Build a Marxist Society 
Marx’s Manifesto is more than just a 
screed, however. It sets forth 10 specific 
measures — often known informally as 
the “Ten Planks of Communism” — for 
bringing about communism. In our day, 
these “planks” no longer appear radical 
to most, because all but one of them have 
now been implemented, in whole or in 
part, by the United States of America. The 
“Ten Planks” are: 


1. Abolition of property in land and 
application of all rents of land to pub- 
lic purposes. 

2. A heavy, progressive or graduated 
income tax. 

3. Abolition ofall rights of inheritance. 
4. Confiscation of the property of all 
emigrants and rebels. 

5. Centralization of credit in the 
hands of the state, by means of a na- 
tional bank with State capital and an 
exclusive monopoly. 

6. Centralization of the means of 
communication and transport in the 
hands of the State. 

7. Extension of factories and instru- 
ments of production owned by the 
State; the bringing into cultivation of 
waste-lands, and the improvement of 
the soil generally in accordance with 
a common plan. 

8. Equal liability of all to work. Es- 
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tablishment of industrial armies, es- 
pecially for agriculture. 

9. Combination of agriculture with 
manufacturing industries; gradual ab- 
olition of all the distinction between 
town and country by a more equable 
distribution of the populace over the 
country. 

10. Free education for all children 
in public schools. Abolition of chil- 
dren’s factory labour in its present 
form. Combination of education with 
industrial production, &c, &c. 


Plank #1 we have already discussed. While 
property taxes have long been a feature 
of American law, current levels found in 
many parts of the United States have not. 
According to the Tax Foundation, the heav- 
ily populated states of New York and New 
Jersey have the highest property taxes in 
the United States. An average resident of 
Westchester County, New York, for exam- 
ple, paid $9,044 in property taxes in 2009 
— the highest in the country. Many other 
counties in the urban northeast were not 
far behind, however, with Nassau County, 
New York, exacting an annual tribute of 
$8,940 and Bergen County, New Jersey 
(where this writer’s ancestors first settled 
in the mid- 1600s to find freedom from reli- 
gious oppression in Holland) shaking down 
property owners to the tune of $8,708. 
Overall, New Jersey has the highest me- 
dian property taxes ($6,579), followed by 
Connecticut, New Hampshire, New York, 
Rhode Island, Massachusetts, Illinois, Ver- 
mont, Wisconsin, and California ($2,893). 
Added to such impositions are the in- 
numerable federal, state, and local regula- 
tions controlling everything from excavat- 
ing a new pond, building a treehouse for 
children, and repairing a porch roof. Per- 
mits for even mundane house repairs and 
upgrades have become so routine that few 
Americans can now imagine a time when 
a homeowner, contemplating the need 
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for a new patio, would simply build it, or 
wanting to construct a clubhouse or tree- 
house for his children and their friends, 
would take no thought except to purchase 
the lumber and nails. Treehouses and club- 
houses are among the many by-products 
of private property rights that have all but 
disappeared from American neighbor- 
hoods, because, in most places, they are 
no longer legal in a nation where private 
property rights have become a fiction. 
Plank #2, a heavy, progressive income 
tax, has been with us since 1913. Original- 
ly urged upon Congress and the American 
people as a new and innovative way to raise 
revenue for necessary state functions, the 
permanent, heavy, graduated income tax 
was originally inspired by communist and 
socialist theorists such as Marx as a handy 
tool for wealth confiscation and redistribu- 
tion. And the income tax, enforced by the 
authoritarian and almost unaccountable 
IRS (and its counterparts in other Western 
countries), has lived up to Marx’s expec- 
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tations, subjecting Americans to inquisito- 
rial annual or quarterly tax returns that are 
scrutinized by agents unrestrained by any 
legal presumption of innocence. The IRS 
and the income tax have ruined the lives of 
countless Americans and continue to make 
the month of April a time of fear and loath- 
ing, especially for the most productive and 
heavily-taxed among us. As no doubt in- 
tended, income tax levies are most onerous 
for those who choose to be self-employed, 
since the FICA exaction is double what an 
employee is required to pay. This has had 
the effect of encouraging more and more 
Americans to seek employment with large 
corporations or in the public sector rather 
than to start their own businesses. And for 
many plucky entrepreneurs who do persist 
in being self-employed, being in permanent 
debt to the IRS is a fact of life. 

Planks #3 and #4 are likewise being car- 
ried out via heavy taxation. While the right 
of inheritance has not been abolished out- 
right, the confiscatory levels of state and 
federal inheritance taxes on estates of any 
significant size are having a comparable ef- 
fect. The first permanent federal estate tax 
(better known colloquially as the “death 
tax”) was instituted in 1916, just three years 
after the permanent income tax. In its origi- 
nal form, the estate tax law permitted the 
federal government to harvest a 10-percent 
impost on all estates exceeding $50,000. 
Subsequent legislation extended taxation to 


Death by taxes: The Internal Revenue Service and the heavy, permanent, graduated income tax 
that it extracts from America’s productive classes is in perfect conformity with Marx’s demand for 
a heavy, graduated income tax. Marx understood that the heavy and arbitrary taxing of income 
would eventually kill the free market economy and impoverish all citizens except privileged, well- 


connected oligarchs. 
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gifts, so that wealthy estate holders could 
not avoid taxes by giving away their assets 
before death. As of 2011, federal estate 
taxes were levied on all estates valued at 
$1,000,000 or more, with a mind-boggling 
maximum rate of 55 percent, while a pal- 
try $11,000 per year is subject to exclusion 
from the gift tax. This means, in principle, 
that the federal government now has the 
power to confiscate more than one-half of 
all the property of wealthy decedents. This 
has created a strong disincentive for the 
wealthy and successful to save money and 
other capital assets (the true basis for eco- 
nomic growth, as every free market econo- 
mist understands), and strong incentives 
to spend their wealth (in keeping with the 
Keynesian bias for spending over saving). 

The confiscation of the property of 
emigrants is being accomplished by 
heavy “expatriation taxes” now inflicted 
on any American who seeks to renounce 
his American citizenship and transfer his 
assets abroad. Current U.S. law imposes 
very heavy exactions on any American 
with assets of $2 million or more who 
seeks expatriation. 

The confiscation of the property of 
“rebels” has taken the form of applying 
noxious “asset forfeiture” laws — where- 
by the federal government has the power 
to seize assets from anyone suspected of 
drug trafficking, money laundering, rack- 
eteering, and other criminal offenses — to 
individuals or institutions suspected of 
involvement with financing terrorism. In 
2001, the Patriot Act spelled out sweeping 
new federal powers to confiscate money, 
real estate, and other assets from terror- 
ist suspects and their enablers, including 
banks and other financial institutions. As 
with other types of asset forfeiture, such 
things once seized by the state are sel- 
dom if ever relinquished, even if charges 
are dropped or overturned. Moreover, the 
definitions of “terrorism” and “terrorist- 
related activities” are sufficiently nebu- 
lous that, in the near future, it is not at all 
improbable that such provisions will be 
used to confiscate the property of people 
labeled as “anti-government” — the New- 
speak version of “enemies of the state.” 

Plank #5 was accomplished in full with 
the creation of the Federal Reserve, Amer- 
ica’s central bank, which has enjoyed a 
monopoly over the money supply since 
December 1913. The Fed, along with other 
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Fed up: Many Americans have become aware of the damage that the Federal Reserve does to the 
U.S. economy, but how many are aware that Marx called for central banks with total monopolies over 
the money supply — exactly how the Federal Reserve and other modern central banks operate? 


comparable central banks abroad, such as 
the Bank of England and the European 
Central Bank, is arguably the most pow- 
erful tool for central economic planning 
and wealth redistribution ever devised. 
Since the economic collapse of 2008, for 
example (a catastrophe encouraged by Fed 
policies), the Federal Reserve has pre- 
sided over the largest transfer of wealth 
in human history, from the more than 99 
percent of Americans who do not own 
controlling interests in the megabanks and 
other financial corporations that constitute 
the Fed’s “primary dealers” into the pock- 
ets of the few thousand oligarchs who do. 
That such a consummate tool of revolu- 
tionary Marxism should now be hailed as 
the very linchpin of the entire U.S. “free 
market” economy is without doubt one of 
the supreme ironies of our age. 

Not many years ago, few Americans 
aside from economists and bankers had 
any notion of what the Federal Reserve is 
or how it works, and fewer still appreci- 
ated the threat it poses. Nowadays, things 
have changed, with popular and congres- 
sional awareness of the Fed and anger 
over its destructive activities at an all-time 
high. Thanks to the tireless labors of for- 
mer congressman Ron Paul to expose the 
Fed for what it is, bills to audit the Fed 
and curtail its powers are now a fixture in 
the House, and criticism of the organiza- 
tion is par for the course in congressional 
debate and in the mainstream news media. 


While abolition of the Fed does not appear 
imminent, it is under scrutiny and on the 
defensive as never before. 

Plank #6 has been mostly accom- 
plished as well, at least as far as the main- 
stream media are concerned. However, 
with the arrival of the Internet (ironically, 
a government creation), it has become 
much more difficult for the American es- 
tablishment to “control the narrative,” so 
to speak. The Internet has made possible 
many things that were once unthinkable, 
such as the diffusion of the doctrines of 
liberty and the disclosure of news that 
the government-controlled media ignore 
or actively try to stifle. 

Of course, lest we forget, the U.S. gov- 
ernment retains the power to shut down the 
Internet should it become too much of a 
threat. The Internet has also become an in- 
strument of comprehensive and essentially 
unchecked state surveillance. As we have 
but lately found out, no e-mail is sent unre- 
marked, no Facebook post unnoticed, and 
no forum posting truly anonymous in a day 
when the federal government no longer ac- 
knowledges any restraints on its authority 
to spy on its own citizens. And other media 
are just as surely under the federal govern- 
ment’s thumb, with television, radio, tele- 
phone, and cable networks all under gov- 
ernment control, if not outright ownership 
(yet). Since 1934, the FCC has tightly regu- 
lated all forms of electronic media, alleg- 
edly to ensure that use of the airwaves was 
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Herding us into socialism: Government control of ranching is an 
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state control over all food production and agriculture. The federal government has long targeted 
ranchers and tried to eliminate cattle ranging on public lands, in the name of environmentalism. 


equitably allocated. But in 2006, the FCC 
dispelled any doubts about whose interests 
it truly serves when it declined to investi- 
gate allegations (later revealed to be true) 
that the NSA had been compelling telecom- 
munications corporations to assist them in 
illegal espionage on American citizens. 
But in the meantime, Americans still 
enjoy the freedom of the press, and nearly 
unfettered access to the great writings of 
all ages that constitute our heritage. The 
Internet continues to be exploited by the 
private sector to magnificent effect, bring- 
ing about marvelous new means to buy and 
sell products, to create and maintain social 
and professional networks, and to store, 
disseminate, and access information. 
Planks #7 and #9 have been implement- 
ed piecemeal since the late 19th century, 
when the newly formed Department of 
Agriculture (USDA) began subsidizing 
farming and farm research. Beginning 
with the Great Depression and FDR’s New 
Deal, the USDA became one of the federal 
government’s most important instruments 
for promoting socialism via massive farm 


subsidies, price controls, and manipulation 
of commodity supplies. Today, nearly all 
commercial farmers accept government 
subsidies in exchange for government 
control over their fields and their harvests. 
Moreover, ranchers in the West must graze 
their cattle on federal lands, subject to 
federal rules and regulations that, over the 
last several decades, have been directed at 
driving cattle off government lands alto- 
gether and putting an end to ranching in 
the name of environmental concerns. For 
all intents and purposes, then, both ranch- 
ing and farming is altogether under the mi- 
cromanagerial control of the federal gov- 
ernment’s social engineers, just as Marx 
had advocated. 

Moreover, the distinction between coun- 
try and city has been blurred by the creation 
of vast sprawling suburbs made possible by 
massive freeways (the interstate highway 
system) created by the federal government 
under President Eisenhower. The rise of the 
“burbs” and the people who live in them 
(while mostly working in the city) has con- 
tributed to the dilution of rural and small 


The definitions of “terrorism” and “terrorist-related 
activities” are sufficiently nebulous that, in the near 
future, it is not at all improbable that such provisions 
will be used to confiscate the property of people 


labeled as “anti-government.” 
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town America and its distinctive culture by 
city values. Big cities generally have been 
centers of government growth (New York 
City passed the first modern American gun 
control law, the Sullivan Act, in 1911, for 
example, generations before such legisla- 
tion could ever be contemplated in more 
tural areas), because with the much larger 
concentrations of people living in cities, the 
demands for government dispute mediation 
and controls are correspondingly greater. 
For this and other reasons, city dwellers 
tend to be much more “liberal” than their 
tural counterparts; would-be social engi- 
neers within government are therefore con- 
stantly trying to impose urban values and 
lifestyles on rural and small-town America, 
which has always been instinctively hostile 
to Big Government. 

Plank #10 has been fully realized for 
generations. Government schools have 
been around since the 19th century, and 
since the creation of the Department of 
Education by President Jimmy Carter, all 
public schools have effectively been under 
federal government control. The imple- 
mentation of national curricular standards 
often hostile to traditional values and tried- 
and-true methods of effective pedagogy 
— such as the controversial Common Core 
being foisted upon public schools right 
now — shows just how important gov- 
ernment control over education is to car- 
rying out the social revolution Marx and 
his epigones advocate. It is public schools 
whose anti-American curricula now mili- 
tate against religion (especially Christian- 
ity), family values, and sexual restraint, and 
which regularly distort American history 
and slander many of our noble forebears, 
such as the Founders, whose views do not 
square with the agenda of messianic Marx- 
ism. American public schools have been at 
the vanguard of the effort to indoctrinate 
Americans in the beliefs of the Marxist 
counterculture. 

Fortunately, Americans still have op- 
tions for educating their children. Private 
and online schools offer a range of alterna- 
tives to public school, and homeschooling, 
once illegal across the land, is now legal in 
all 50 states. Many homeschooling families 
can now take advantage of online education 
programs such as FreedomProject Educa- 
tion, whose online student body numbers 
nearly 600 after only a few years of opera- 
tion. And government-sponsored initiatives 
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to consolidate control over public school 
curricula, especially Common Core, have 
been met with strong resistance from a 
public finally awakened to the fact that our 
school system is slipping from our control. 
Even the child-labor legislation con- 
templated by the 10th plank has long since 
become the law of the land, in many cases 
preventing responsible young adults from 
entering the workforce when they wish. 
Only the eighth plank, with its call for 
industrial armies, has not been implement- 
ed in any significant degree, it being one of 
the final steps undertaken in the transition 
from socialism to unalloyed communism. 


In very many respects, American govern- 
ment and society are now aligned with 
the vision of the Communist Manifesto. 
Unlike the former Soviet Union, Red 
China, Cuba, Cambodia, North Korea, 
and other nations that can or could truly 
be characterized as communist, we have 
not reached the ultimate phase. Instead, 
we are in a transitional phase, which we 
might term “American socialism,” in 
which our political leaders pretend to 
uphold individual liberty, free markets 
and trade, and the rule of law, but do pre- 
cisely the opposite. Like the many flavors 
of socialism that Marx identified near 
the conclusion of the Manifesto as ideo- 
logical allies and necessary precursors 
to true communism (such as “German 
socialism,” “feudal socialism,” bour- 
geois socialism,” and “critical-Utopian 
socialism”), American socialism tries to 
subvert liberty and Christian culture via 
appeals to nationalism, patriotism, hu- 
manitarianism, and class equality — so- 
cialism wrapped in the American flag, as 
it were. 

Appearances to the contrary, the con- 
summation of the communist program in 
America is not inevitable. But nothing less 
than a veritable American Renaissance will 
prevent it. Such a national rebirth would 
entail a restoration of constitutional federal 
government, confining it to its limited, de- 
fined powers. It would mean a repudiation 
of destructive, nonsensical social innova- 
tions such as same-sex “marriage” and 
abortion on demand. It would require the 
abolition of the Federal Reserve, the IRS, 
and myriad other unconstitutional federal 
agencies and departments. And it would 
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Allegiance to the state: Public schools, the last of Marx’s “Ten Planks,” have long been a potent 
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force for indoctrinating — as well as educating — the young. America’s public schools have 
been complicit in the war on traditional values and on religion, while espousing “liberalism.” 


require a return to sound money and liqui- 
dation of the national debt by deep cuts in 
government spending. If these things do not 
soon come to pass, we may soon find out 
just how far our leaders are willing to take 
us down the Marxist rabbit hole. 

Fortunately, Americans still have the 
means to reverse the trend toward Marx- 
ist absolutism. We still have the freedom 
to express and disseminate our political 
opinions and to practice our religious 
faith. The Internet has proven more pow- 
erful even than the printing press for mak- 
ing our voices heard and changing hearts 
and minds about liberty. Americans are 
still very well armed (unlike the countless 
captive millions who have endured Marx- 
ist totalitarianism), and, despite an ener- 
getic campaign by media and government 
in recent years to rethink our right to self- 
defense enshrined in the Second Amend- 
ment, show more devotion than ever to 
this right — a powerful disincentive for 
would-be putschists in Washington, who 
have perhaps so far refrained from im- 
posing martial law, under one pretext or 
another, because they still fear the wrath 
of a well-armed citizenry. As perilous 
as our state has become, we do not yet 
reside in Stalinist 
Russia or modern 
North Korea. 

But we must not 
be lulled into com- 
placency. After all, 
few of the denizens 
of states where 
communists seized 
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control imagined such a thing happening to 
them. And as Arthur Thompson, the CEO 
of The John Birch Society, notes, the gov- 
ernment that a people has is a reflection of 
the attitudes that the people hold: 


Government is always a reflection of 
society and will change as its society 
changes. The communists understand 
this better than anyone, and it is why 
they are working to change American 
society away from being based on 
morals and constructed around indi- 
vidual freedom. If this process should 
be successful, our government would 
follow. Civic as well as individual 
morality is important. If we lose a 
moral society, we will not be able to 
stop a communist style government. 
This is why Marx always called for 
social revolution. 


Since the days of Marx and Engels, the 
drive toward communism has been or- 
chestrated by men and women with sub- 
tlety, enormous patience, and a long-range 
plan. If we wish to restore freedom to our 
shores, we must be no less organized, ded- 
icated, and zealous. 
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Republicans and Democrats 
Working Together to Rewrite the Constitution 


Created to bring about an Article V convention, the predominantly Republican Assembly of 
State Legislatures drew Democrats to its second meeting and vowed to attract even more. 


by Christian Gomez 


any conservative Americans 
who support a modern-day con- 
stitutional convention, a.k.a. a 


“Convention of the States,” sincerely be- 
lieve that the states will be able to control 
what happens should such a convention 
be convened and that the agenda would 
be limited to a predetermined “conserva- 
tive” agenda, such as balancing the fed- 
eral budget. Yet the evidence continues to 
mount that this is mere wishful thinking. 
As a little-publicized meeting late this 
spring clearly demonstrated, conservative 
state legislators who fashion themselves 
the founding fathers of a new convention 
recognize that they must make their “tent” 
big enough to include liberal Democrats 
in order to succeed. 

On June 12-13, 2014, the Indiana State 
Legislature hosted what its organizers 
termed a “write the rules convention,” 
composed of both Republicans and pro- 
gressive Democrats, to prepare for a fu- 
ture Article V “convention of the states.” 

This “rules convention” was the prod- 
uct of the Assembly of State Legislatures 
(ASL), which describes itself as “a bipar- 
tisan group of currently serving state leg- 
islators from across the country who rec- 
ognize that the states have a responsibility 
under federalism to work together to solve 
problems of national concern.” 

Formerly known as the Mount Vernon 
Assembly and renamed at the June meet- 
ing, ASL appears to be the brainchild of 
Republican State Representative Chris 
Kapenga of Wisconsin. Both Kapenga’s 
and ASL’s desired goal is to bring about 
an amendments convention as provided 
for in the Constitution’s Article V: “The 
Congress ... on the application of the leg- 
islatures of two thirds of the several states, 
shall call a convention for proposing 
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The Indiana Statehouse was the site of the Assembly of State Legislatures’ “write the rules 
convention” in which Republican and Democratic state legislators met to outline the rules for a 


hypothetical Article V convention. 


amendments, which, in either case, shall 
be valid to all intents and purposes, as part 
of this Constitution, when ratified by the 
legislatures of three fourths of the several 
states, or by conventions in three fourths 
thereof, as the one or the other mode of 
ratification may be proposed by the Con- 
gress.” (Emphasis added.) 


Said and Unsaid 

The June 12 ASL session opened with 
prayer and pledge in the House of Repre- 
sentatives Chamber of the Indiana State- 
house, followed by elaboration by Kapen- 
ga on some of the background of Article V 
and how the states can utilize it to amend 
the Constitution. Asserting that this would 
be a purely state-led and state-directed 
process, Kapenga proceeded to quote from 


Alexander Hamilton’s The Federalist, No. 
85, which addresses Article V: “The words 
of this article are peremptory. The Con- 
gress ‘shall call a convention.’ Nothing in 
this particular is left to the discretion of 
that body.” 

Since “The Federalist Papers are not 
[the] governing documents of our coun- 
try,” as Democratic State Representative 
Raymond Dehn of Minnesota pointed out, 
Kapenga and other pro Article V conven- 
tion advocates cannot use the above quote 
from Hamilton to definitively lay to rest 
any concerns or fears of potential congres- 
sional involvement and influence over an 
actual Article V convention. 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the 
Constitution, which unlike the Federalist 
Papers is the nation’s primary governing 
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Why else would liberal Democrats participate in an 


Article V convention unless they expected to make 
their own desired changes to the Constitution? 


document, specifically states: “The Con- 
gress shall have Power ... To make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, and all other powers vested by 
this Constitution in the government of the 
United States, or in any department or of- 
fice thereof.” (Emphasis added.) 

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitu- 
tion lists the various powers specifically 
granted to Congress, among which are 
the power to “establish Post Offices and 
post Roads,” “declare war,” and “pro- 
vide and maintain a Navy.” Regarding 
the latter, since Congress has the power 
to “provide and maintain a Navy,” Article 
I, Section 8, Clause 18 grants Congress 
the power to do what is “necessary and 
proper” to exercise this power — mean- 
ing the establishment of naval academies 
to train officers and sailors; the creation 
of shipyards to construct, refit, and repair 
warships; and the hiring and training of 
engineers to build, design, and operate 
those vessels. Clause 18 is not limited to 
only those “foregoing powers” listed in 
Article I, Section 8, but to “all other pow- 
ers vested by this Constitution,” includ- 
ing Article V. 

This means that under Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 18 Congress is granted the 
power to “make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution” Article V’s constitutional 
mandate that Congress, “on the Applica- 
tion of the Legislatures of two thirds of 
the several States, shall call a Convention 
for proposing Amendments.” Constitu- 
tionally, Congress has and will execute 
all the powers it deems necessary for 
calling a convention. This would likely 
include choosing the location and date 


5) 


Created to bring about an Article V 
convention, the predominantly Republican 
Assembly of State Legislatures attracted 

more Democrats to its second meeting, held 
in Indianapolis in June, and vowed to attract 
even more for the third. The official seating 
chart for the second meeting is shown at right. 
Republicans are in red; Democrats in blue. 
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of the convention, allocation of delegates 
from the states (whether proportional by 
population, congressional district, one 
per state, etc.), the method of ratification 
for any proposed amendments to the Con- 
stitution, and all other preliminary rules 
associated with the convention. 

Put simply, the power to establish such 
tules resides exclusively with Congress. It 
is not a state-led process as Kapenga and 
others in the pro-Article V camp maintain. 

Of course, once an Article V convention 
actually convenes, it would then be free to 
create its own agenda, including possibly 
even coming up with a new ratification 
process, as was the case with the Consti- 
tutional Convention of 1787. But this his- 
torical fact underscores even more the fact 
that the states cannot bind the work of the 
convention. 

Speaking about the nature and pur- 
pose of the two-day Indianapolis meet- 
ing, Kapenga told the state legislators in 
attendance that their current assembly 
meeting “does not trigger Article V au- 
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thority or involvement of Congress, be- 
cause remember the Article V authority is 
to amend.” Kapenga continued, “We are 
not touching amendments at this conven- 
tion. This is a write the rules convention.” 
(Emphasis added.) 

Kapenga and the other state legislators 
behind the ASL view their two-day gath- 
ering in Indianapolis as already being a 
“new legislative body” or “convention,” 
the same type of convention as an Article 
V convention, which they claim is not a 
one-time meeting but an ongoing assem- 
bly or continuous series of “Conventions 
of the States.” 

Page three of the ASL’s “Committee 
Responsibility Form” for the Rules and 
Procedures Committee states: 


It should also be clearly stated that 
we see a Convention of the States as 
the same legislative body, no matter 
if convened for the purpose of an 
Article V Convention for Propos- 
ing Amendments, or for any other 
purpose. It is the same precedent as 
if the Indiana House, for example, 
was in regular or special session; it 
is still the same body even though 
it is convened under a different 
purpose. 
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According to Kapenga and ASL docu- 
ments, the June 12-13 Indianapolis meet- 
ing was the “same legislative body” as an 
Article V convention. To them this June 
12-13 Indianapolis meeting was a Con- 
vention of the States, and is a continuous 
legislative body just as the houses of state 
legislatures or the two houses of Congress 
are as they go from one session to anoth- 
er. Where in Article V of the Constitution 
does it say that the convention for propos- 
ing amendments is an ongoing “legisla- 
tive body,” one that can convene, meet, 
and pass resolutions at its own discretion, 
and only requiring Congress’ approval (at 
the behest of 34 states) before propos- 
ing amendments to the Constitution? The 
short answer is nowhere. 

These claims are nowhere to be found in 
the text of the Constitution. Yet Kapenga is 
considered to be one of the “conservative” 
Republicans involved in this process. If this 
is what reputed conservatives are claiming 
about an Article V convention, then how 
much further will pro-Article-V-convention 
progressive Democratic supporters go? 


Democrats in the Digs 

What progressive Democratic supporters, 
you may ask? Wasn’t this supposed to be 
a purely conservative Republican effort 
from start to finish? That’s what the pro- 
Article-V-convention advocates originally 
claimed early on in their presentations to 
numerous Tea Party groups and on popu- 
lar conservative talk-radio shows. Now, 
however, their true colors, Red and Blue 
(Republican and Democrat), are bleeding 
through as some of those who originally 
gave the impression that this would be a 
“conservative” Republican effort are now 
proudly proposing to work together with 
the Left and boasting of the Article V 
movement’s “bipartisanship.” 

Of the 109 state legislator delegates 
shown in the seating chart for the ASL’s 
Indianapolis “rules convention,” 11 were 
Democrats. At the end of the two-day 
meeting, Kapenga promised that “we’re 
going to change” the political makeup 
of the ASL, 1.e., attract more Democrats. 
Missouri State Senator Jason Holsman, 
a participant in the Indianapolis ASL 
convention as co-chair of the Rules and 
Procedures Committee and regarded as 
the “greenest Democrat” in the Missouri 
Legislature, stressed the need to bring in 
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Working toward different ends? Minnesota State Representative Raymond Dehn (left) and 


Wisconsin State Representative Chris Kapenga (right) were two of the leading voices at the 
Indianapolis “write the rules convention” to prepare for an Article V convention to amend the 
Constitution. While Kapenga espouses conservative values, Dehn described himself as the “most 


left” Democrat legislator present at the meeting. 


and involve more Democrats, minorities, 
and women. Senator Holsman elaborated 
on the need to “change the complexion 
of the room,” a goal that “conservative” 
Republican Kapenga of Wisconsin shares. 
What effect would attracting more Dem- 
ocrats have on the outcome of an Article V 
Convention of the States? Would it still be 
limited to a single subject or amendment, 
such as a balanced budget amendment? 
After all, ASL views its recent “rules con- 
vention” as constituting the “same legis- 
lative body” as an actual congressionally 
authorized Article V convention. 
Whereas most conservative Repub- 
lican state legislators favor a balanced 
budget amendment to the Constitution, 
the inclusion of more liberal Democrats 
will surely also mean the inclusion of a 
more liberal progressive agenda. Why 
else would liberal Democrats participate 
in an Article V convention unless they ex- 
pected to make their own desired changes 
to the Constitution? Would liberal Dem- 
ocratic delegates seek the adoption of 
President Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s 
“Second Bill of Rights” that he proposed 
in his 1944 State of the Union Address? 
Would they go after the Supreme Court’s 
2010 decision in Citizens United, in order 
to proclaim that “money does not equal 
speech,” that “corporations are not peo- 
ple,” and that all elections must be pub- 
licly financed? This type of campaign 


finance reform amendment is what left- 
wing Article V convention groups, such 
as Wolf-PAC, advocate. 

Between 2013 and 2014, 16 state leg- 
islatures introduced resolutions requesting 
that Congress call a convention to propose 
variations of Wolf-PAC’s campaign fi- 
nance amendment. The legislatures of Ver- 
mont and California passed the nation’s 
first two Wolf-PAC Article V convention 
applications in 2014 with two more states, 
Minnesota and Illinois, passing it in their 
respective state Senates. In fact, one of 
the Democratic participants at the ASL’s 
Indianapolis rules convention was Minne- 
sota State Representative Raymond Dehn, 
who not only cosponsored SF 17, the Min- 
nesota Senate version of the Wolf-PAC ap- 
plication, but also was the lead sponsor of 
the House version, HB 276. On the first 
day of ASL’s Indianapolis meeting, Dehn 
introduced himself as the “most left” lean- 
ing legislator present. 

Both Minnesota’s SF 17 and HB 276 
that Dehn sponsored read in part: 


BE IT RESOLVED by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Minnesota that 
it requests that Congress propose an 
amendment to the Constitution that 
shall substantially read as follows: 
(1) The rights protected by the 
Constitution of the United States are 
the rights of natural persons only. 
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(2) Any entity, including any orga- 
nization or association of one or more 
persons, established or allowed by the 
laws of any State, the United States, or 
any Foreign State shall have no rights 
under this Constitution and are subject 
to regulation by the people, through 
Federal, State, or local law. 

(3) The privileges of any entity, 
including any organization or asso- 
ciation, shall be determined by the 
people, through Federal, State, or 
local law, and shall not be construed 
to be inherent or inalienable. 

(4) Federal, State, and local gov- 
ernment shall regulate, limit, or pro- 
hibit contributions and expenditures, 
including a candidate’s own contri- 
butions and expenditures, to ensure 
that all citizens, regardless of their 
economic status, have access to the 
political process, and that no person 
gains, as a result of their money, sub- 
stantially more access or ability to 
influence in any way the election of 
any candidate for public office or any 
ballot measure. 

(5) Federal, State, and local gov- 
ernment shall require that any per- 
missible contributions and expendi- 
tures be publicly disclosed. 

(6) The judiciary shall not construe 
the spending of money to influence 
elections to be speech under the Ist 
Amendment. 


Dehn’s resolution further affirms itself as 
an Article V application: 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that 
if Congress does not propose the 
amendment language or substantially 
similar amendment language as con- 
tained in this resolution, the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Minnesota applies 
to the Congress of the United States 
to call a constitutional convention for 
the purpose of proposing the amend- 
ment language or substantially simi- 
lar amendment language as contained 
in this resolution as an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. 
[Emphasis added. ] 


Despite Kapenga’s denial that a “Conven- 


tion of the States” and a “constitutional 
convention” are the same thing, the text 
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No rights for corporations: Hobby Lobby recently won a landmark decision in the Supreme Court 
over its refusal to participate in the ObamaCare mandate requiring it to provide abortion-inducing 
contraceptive drugs for its employees. Under State Rep. Raymond Dehn’s proposed Wolf-PAC 
amendment, Hobby Lobby and other corporations like it would lose their constitutionally protected 
rights as Christian-owned companies and be forced to comply with ObamaCare. 


of this Article V application, cosponsored 
and introduced by a leading ASL delegate, 
demonstrates otherwise. 

What effect would a constitutional 
amendment such as the one above spon- 
sored by Dehn (“no rights under this 
Constitution”) have on the legal stand- 
ing of (say) Hobby Lobby? On June 30, 
2010, this Christian-owned corporation 
won a landmark decision in the Supreme 
Court over its refusal to participate in 
the ObamaCare mandate requiring it to 
provide abortion-inducing contraceptive 
drugs for its employees. Under Dehn’s 
Wolf-PAC amendment, Hobby Lobby 
and other corporations like it would have 
no constitutionally protected rights. Are 
these the type of architects we want to be 
amending or rewriting the Constitution? 

Despite the inclusion of pro-Wolf- 
PAC supporters such as Dehn in the 
ASL’s ranks, Representative Chris 
Kapenga and Senator Jason Holsman are 
eager to invite even more Democrats to 
further change the future makeup of the 
room. Why such a bipartisan eagerness 
to invite the Left to help make changes 
to the nation’s Constitution? The answer 
might lay in an e-mail from Michael Far- 
ris’ Convention of States, a project of 
Mark Meckler’s Citizens for Self Gov- 
ernance (CSG). 


In an e-mail from Eric Burk, the Grass- 
roots Coordinator for CSG’s Convention 
of States Project, Burk expressly states: 
“The plain and simple truth is that unless 
we can get both support from Republicans 
and Democrats, we cannot hope to get our 
application passed in 34 states.” 

If the Right is making such bipartisan 
concessions now, before an actual Arti- 
cle V convention has convened, imagine 
how much further they would be willing 
to compromise at a second constitutional 
convention. What exactly would the re- 
sults of a new, modern-day, “great com- 
promise” be? 

Those who love the Constitution 
should be wary of Article V convention 
advocates who all too easily give false 
assurances as to the safety of such a con- 
vention. The Constitution need not be 
amended, but rather should be defended 
by upholding it. Changing the Consti- 
tution will not correct man’s failure to 
properly interpret or willingly obey it. 
Only through an informed electorate and 
the educational efforts of grassroots con- 
stitutionalist organizations dedicated to 
the preservation of the Constitution will 
this latest bipartisan assault on the Con- 
stitution be thwarted, assuring the con- 
tinued blessings of liberty for America’s 
posterity. Ml 
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Crutch for the Crazy or Panacea for Peon and Prince? 


Atheists regularly claim that religion is a crutch for emotionally and intellectually weak 
people — or even a mental illness — but what do actual studies say? 


by Selwyn Duke 


GG () rganized religion is a sham 
and a crutch for weak-mind- 
ed people who need strength 

in numbers,” said then-Minnesota gover- 

nor and ex-professional wrestler Jesse 

Ventura in 1999. It’s a common idea. 

Atheism’s point man Richard Dawkins has 

called even disorganized religion a crutch, 

author Robert Heinlein expressed this sec- 
ular tenet through one of his characters, 
and heavy metal band Iced Earth screamed 
the thought in a song. In fact, the notion is 
expressed so much, it could occur to one 
that the idea religion is a crutch is a crutch. 

Now, you could think the world’s 

Dawkinses should be taken just as seri- 

ously as the late Robin Williams was 

when, expressing a sentiment Iced Earth 
might agree with, he quipped, “Reality is 
just a crutch for people who can’t cope 
with drugs.” But since the issue here is 
no laughing matter, let us start with a very 
serious acknowledgment about religion 
being a crutch: It certainly can be. 

Not true, however, is what the religion- 
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as-crutch theory invariably implies and is 
commonly taken to mean: Since faith’s 
supposed crutch status would indicate it 
is embraced out of convenience, religion 
must be false and destructive and God 
must not exist. Playwright Tom Stoppard 
could be correct in saying, “Atheism is 
a crutch for those who cannot bear the 
reality of God,” but I doubt this would 
make unbelievers question the reality of 
atheism. A young child may instinctively 
use his father as a crutch — deriving a 
feeling of security and stability from 
him — but that is not why he believes 
his father exists; it just gives him another 
good reason to be happy his father does. 
Nothing is a truer crutch than an actual 
crutch, and it not only exists but is the 
most necessary thing when needed tem- 
porarily to buttress a broken bone. And 
the same can be said of faith, that it is 
needed for a broken race and is required 
only temporarily, during that transitional 
phase between birth and death. 

The point is this: That something is 
sometimes used as a crutch, or even is al- 
ways thus employed, tells us nothing about 


its reality or value. There are good crutch- 
es and bad crutches, and good crutches 
used gratuitously. As for those used and 
grown and sown to the point of destruc- 
tiveness, the irreligious crutch-kvetchers 
never point out that government can be a 
crutch. And what of faith? Responding to 
Ventura’s earlier quoted attack on religion, 
Carlsbad First Church of the Nazarene 
pastor Rev. Dean Coonradt was quoted in 
the October 17, 1999 edition of the Los 
Angeles Times as saying, “If a crutch rep- 
resents something helpful[,] then religion 
is a crutch. We admit we need help to get 
to heaven. We need God’s help, God’s 
saving grace. We also need the help and 
encouragement of other people.” And, 
yes, we all need help sometimes. Why, it’s 
even possible that at some point in his I- 
am-an-island life of self-sufficiency, sure- 
footedness, and sagacity, Jesse Ventura 
needed help from someone. 


Crippled by Christianity? 

Of course, at this point a secularist might 
say that crutch or not, religion is crip- 
pling. American Atheists president Dave 
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Silverman certainly thinks so, opining in 
a February Facebook post that we “must 
recognize the (hyper) religious as men- 
tally damaged.” And this idea is com- 
mon, too. As Chris Stedman pointed out 
in his Faitheist blog at Religion News 
Service earlier this year, “Bill Maher 
has called religion ‘a neurological dis- 
order.’ Sam Harris wrote in The End of 
Faith, ‘it is difficult to imagine a set of 
beliefs more suggestive of mental illness 
than those that lie at the heart of many 
of our religious traditions.” Facebook 
groups claiming religion is a ‘mental 
disorder’ or ‘mental disease’ boast hun- 
dreds of members, and a list of ‘7 rea- 
sons why religion is a form of mental 
illness’ has been shared on a number of 
atheist blogs.” And some people of faith 
have returned the disfavor, with The 
Telegraph's Sean Thomas rattling cages 
last year by stating, “The evidence today 
implies that atheism is a form of men- 
tal illness.... Lacking the vital faculty 
of faith ... should be seen as an afflic- 
tion, and a tragic deficiency: something 
akin to blindness. Which makes Richard 
Dawkins the intellectual equivalent of an 
amputee, furiously waving his stumps in 
the air, boasting that he has no hands.” 
And back and forth it goes. But accusa- 
tions are easily hurled. What, however, 
does research actually show? 

Before proceeding, it’s important to 
delve into a defect running through all this 
commentary. People may attack religion, 
they may defend religion, but most make 
the mistake of talking about “religion” — 
as if it’s a creed as opposed to a category. 
Someone might suggest that embracing 
Nazism or Marxism is a mental illness, 
but would he say adopting “ideology” is? 
Ideology is a category that includes those 
two misbegotten examples but also many 
others, the good, the bad, and the ugly. If 
someone were to ask, “Is ideology good 
or bad?” the only logical response is, “Not 
enough data.” Likewise, “religion” isn’t 
bad, but there is bad religion. What are we 
talking about? Christianity or the Cult of 


Mithras? Judaism or Manichaeism? The 
primitive, bloodthirsty Aztecs or a Pente- 
costal parish? Specificity please. 

As with different ideologies, since dif- 
ferent faiths espouse different values, they 
cannot all be morally equal (saying other- 
wise is the mistake of relativism); more- 
over, this being the case, only one religion 
would be closest to the Truth. However, 
focusing on what that might be is beyond 
this article’s scope. So “religion” hence- 
forth in this piece should be taken to mean 
the faiths of all, or virtually all, of those 
studied in the research I will cite. These 
would mainly be the religions historically 
present in the modern West: the different 
brands of Christianity and, to a lesser ex- 
tent, Judaism (unless otherwise stated). 

And this research shows that if religion 
is a crutch, it just may be the crutch to end 
all crutches. 


Benefits of Belief 

As psychologist Patrick F. Fagan, Ph.D. 
wrote in his 2006 research report “Why 
Religion Matters Even More: The Impact 
of Religious Practice on Social Stability”: 


“Organized religion is a sham and a crutch for weak- 
minded people who need strength in numbers,” said 
then-Minnesota govermor and ex-professional wrestler 


Jesse Ventura in 1999. 
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Stating his “beliefs”: While famed atheist Richard Dawkins (above) has accused Christians of 


having problems with peace and love, Harvard professor and fellow secularist Robert Putnam’s 
research has found that religious Americans are actually “nicer.” 
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Over the past decade, considerable 
research has emerged that demon- 
strates the benefits of religious prac- 
tice within society. Religious practice 
promotes the well-being of individu- 
als, families, and the community. 

Of particular note are the studies 
that indicate the benefits of Reli- 
gion to the poor. Regular attendance 
at religious services is linked to 
healthy, stable family life, strong 
marriages, and well-behaved chil- 
dren. The practice of Religion also 
leads to a reduction in the incidence 
of domestic abuse, crime, substance 
abuse, and addiction. In addition, re- 
ligious practice leads to an increase 
in physical and mental health, lon- 
gevity, and education attainment. 
Moreover, these effects are inter- 
generational, as grandparents and 
parents pass on the benefits to the 
next generations. 


And since marriage is the central build- 
ing block of civilization’s central building 
block, the family, a good place to start is 
with new research cited in Harvard-trained 
researcher Shaunti Feldhahn’s latest book, 
The Good News About Marriage. Notable 
is that Feldhahn debunks many widely 
held myths, such as the notion that 50 per- 
cent of marriages end in divorce; in real- 
ity, the figure for first-time marriages is 
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20 to 25 percent. The author also learned 
that most remarriages succeed and that 
four out of five marriages are happy. To 
the point here, however, the book “also re- 
veals the divorce rate among those active 
in their church is 27 to 50 percent lower 
than among non-churchgoers,” writes 
CBN News’ Paul Strand. 

Other researchers have also drawn this 
conclusion. For example, consider the 
findings of University of Virginia soci- 
ologist W. Bradford Wilcox. As Cybercast 
News Service wrote in 2008: 


Using three nationally representa- 
tive surveys — the General Social 
Survey (GSS), the National Sur- 
vey of Families and Households 
(NSFH), and the National Survey of 
Family Growth (NSFG) — Wilcox 
found that married church-going 
Americans across denominational 
and racial classifications were more 
likely to describe themselves as 
“very happy” than their non-reli- 
gious counterparts. 

Couples who attended church reg- 
ularly were also less likely to divorce 
than couples who seldom attended 
church services, Wilcox found. 


... Wilcox explained that regular 
church attendance offers certain 
positive benefits to a married cou- 
ple: “Churches supply moral norms 
like sexual fidelity and forgiveness, 
family-friendly social networks 
that lend support to couples facing 
the ordinary joys and challenges of 
married life, and a faith that helps 
couples make sense of the difficul- 
ties in their lives — from unemploy- 
ment to illness — that can harm their 
marriages.” 

“So, in a word, the couple that 
prays together stays together,” said 
Wilcox. 


Moreover, as Dr. Fagan points out cit- 
ing the 2007 study “Are There Religious 
Variations in Domestic Violence?” by 
Christopher G. Ellison et al., “Men who 
attended religious services at least week- 
ly were more than 50 percent less likely 
to commit an act of violence against their 
partners than were peers who attended 
only once a year or less.” 

Not surprisingly, these faith-derived 
benefits manifest themselves in the parent- 
child relationship as well. As Dr. Fagan 
also wrote: 


In general, religious participation 
appears to foster an authoritative, 
warm, active, and expressive style of 
parenting. 

... Compared with mothers who 
did not consider Religion important, 
those who deemed Religion to be 
very important rated their relation- 
ship with their child significantly 
higher, according to a 1999 study 
[Pearce and Axinn, “The Impact of 
Family Religious Life on the Quality 
of Mother-Child Relations.”’]. 

... Greater religious practice of 
fathers is associated with better re- 
lationships with their children [as 
well], higher expectations for good 
relationships in the future, a greater 
investment in their relationships with 
their children, a greater sense of obli- 
gation to stay in regular contact with 
their children, and a greater likeli- 
hood of supporting their children 
and grandchildren [according to Val- 
erie King, “The Influence of Religion 
on Fathers’ Relationships with Their 
Children,” Journal of Marriage and 
Family, Vol. 65, No. 2 (May 2003), 
pp. 382-395]. 


Yet the benefits that accrue from religious 
practice are so numerous that they can only 
be related in summary. Some others Dr. 
Fagan presents at the end of his report are: 


¢ Greater educational aspirations 
and attainment, especially among 
the poor; 

¢ Higher levels of good work habits; 

¢ Greater longevity and physical 
health; 

¢ Higher levels of well-being and 
happiness; 

¢ Higher recovery rates from ad- 
dictions to alcohol or drugs; and 

¢ Higher levels of self-control, 
self-esteem, and coping skills. 


And the list goes on. Religious belief and 
practice also lead to: 


¢ Lower cohabitation rates; 
¢ Lower rates of out-of-wedlock 


births; 
A couple that prays together, stays together: Not only is religiosity associated with stable * Lower levels of teen sexual 
family life and well-behaved children, but the divorce rate among religious couples is as much as activity; 


50 percent lower than among non-religious couples. ¢ Less abuse of alcohol and drugs; 
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So who’s who in the annals of 
mental illness? Who is right, the 
Sam Harrises or Sean Thoma- 
ses of the world? The Daily 
Mails Anna Edwards puts it 


in 
ne 


She then writes, reporting on 
studies that included not just 
Christians and Jews but also 
Buddhists and Muslims in the 
United States: 


¢ Lower rates of suicide, 
depression, and _ suicide 
ideation; 

¢ Lower levels of many 
infectious diseases; 

* Less juvenile crime; and 

¢ Less violent crime. 


no uncertain terms: “Godli- 
ss is the key to healthiness.” 


Religious people have bet- 
ter mental health than non- 
believers, new research has 
revealed. 

... Professor Dan Cohen, 
of the University of Mis- 
souri in the United States, 
said: “Our prior research 
shows that the mental health 
of people recovering from 
different medical conditions, 
such as cancer, stroke, spinal 
cord injury and traumatic 
brain injury, appears to be related 
significantly to positive spiritual be- 
liefs and especially congregational 
support and spiritual interventions.” 

... Results showed a higher level 
of spirituality was related to bet- 
ter mental health, particularly lower 
levels of neuroticism and greater ex- 
traversion.... 

The researchers believe spiritual- 
ity may help people’s mental health 
by reducing how self-centred they 
are and developing their sense of be- 
longing to a larger whole 


... The researchers say the self- 
lessness that comes with spirituality 
enhances characteristics that are im- 
portant for adopting a global society 
based on the virtues of peace and co- 
operation. 


But if the religious are more selfless, peace- 
ful, and cooperative, could it be said, perish 
the thought, that they’re just nicer? Because 
this is precisely what Harvard public poli- 
cy professor Robert Putnam and co-author 
David Campbell contend in their 2011 
book, American Grace: How Religion Di- 


Someone might suggest that embracing Nazism 

or Marxism is a mental illness, but would he say 
adopting “ideology” is? Ideology is a category that 
includes those two misbegotten examples but also 
many others, the good, the bad, and the ugly. 
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Bar none: Studies show that religious practice is associated with less 
substance abuse, higher recovery rates from addiction, and lower 
incidence of depression and suicide. As famed psychologist Allan 
Bergin put it, religiosity can be like mental “nuclear energy.” 


vides and Unites Us. Reporting 
on their findings in the Septem- 
ber 9, 2011 edition of the Sydney 
Morning Herald, Simon Smart 
points out that Putnam was de- 
scribed “by London’s Sunday 
Times as the most influential 
academic in the world today” 
and “is not a religious believer,” 
and then tells us: 


Religious people make bet- 
ter citizens and neighbours. 
Putnam and Campbell write 
that “for the most part, the 
evidence we review suggests 
that religiously observant 
Americans are more civic, 
and in some respects simply 
“nicer.”” 

On every measurable 
scale, religious Americans 
are more generous, more 
altruistic and more involved 
in civic life than their secular 
counterparts. 

They are more likely 
to give blood, money to a 
homeless person, financial 
aid to family or friends, 
a seat to a stranger and to 
spend time with someone 
who is “a bit down.” 


And these differences can be profound. 
As the Barna Group research company 
reported in 2007, “The typical no-faith 
American donated just $200 in 2006, 
which is more than seven times less than 
the amount contributed by the prototypical 
active-faith adult ($1500).” 

So the results are in. “On every measur- 
able scale” religious belief tips the scales 
in favor of good personal and social out- 
comes. This is no doubt why research 
psychologist Allan Bergin, while accept- 
ing an award from the American Psycho- 
logical Association in 1990, summed up 
religion’s impact thus: “Some religious 
influences have a modest impact where- 
as another portion seems like the mental 
equivalent of nuclear energy.” 


You’re Not So Nice 

Yet claiming faith yields goodness is the 
apologetics equivalent of a nuclear at- 
tack, raising atheists’ ire and often pro- 
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voking them to point out another per- 
sonality defect they believe besets the 
religious. “What does it say about you if 
you’re doing the right thing only because 
you think somebody [God] is looking 
over your shoulder?” say the Doubting 
Dawkinses. “The atheist is a better person 
because he isn’t just doing the right thing 
for fear of punishment.” And, for sure, as 
the apocryphal saying goes, “Integrity is 
what you do when nobody is looking.” 
But what these critics don’t realize is that 
good theologians refuted their point long 
before they even made it. 

There are two types of contrition: per- 
fect and imperfect. The first is when you’re 
sorry because you love God, Truth, be- 
cause you love the good and realize you 
did wrong; imperfect contrition, however, 
is when you’re sorry only because you fear 
punishment. And while perfect contrition is 
vastly superior, both are considered valid 
for the absolution of sin by some religions. 
But why? Shouldn’t we demand more? 

The answer, understood long ago by 
philosophers, can be explained scientifi- 
cally by way of famed psychologist Erik 
Erikson’s “Stages of Psychosocial Devel- 
opment.” Erikson noted that when a child 
is in the third stage, “Initiative vs. Guilt,” 
he doesn’t yet grasp moral principles and 
only understands something is wrong if he 
gets punished for it. Of course, “The hope, 
as the child approaches the end of this 
stage, is for feelings of guilt [only expe- 
rienced after punishment] over a negative 
initiative to be transformed to feelings of 
remorse,” writes Children’s Life Online. 
What about the occasions, however, when 
that “hope” is in vain? 

Unfortunately, there is no small num- 
ber of adults who never become morally 
developed enough to recognize and love 
the good and do right simply because it is 
right. So, sure, you and I may agree that 
we should be moral for the highest reason, 
but what about those incapable of this? Do 
we deny this reality of man’s nature and 
blithely ignore that it must be dealt with? 
If we did, we would never have developed 
a criminal-justice system for punishing 
the stunted “third-stagers.” 

So given that we human-stagers know 
enough to see the necessity of not just 
moral suasion (e.g., PSAs such as “Stop 
the Hate”) but also worldly punishment, 
should it surprise anyone that an all- 
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knowing being would provide not just 
a carrot but the stick of otherworldly 
punishment? This is why, just as a child 
should love his father but also fear the 
wrath he’ll have to endure from his fa- 
ther if he does wrong, the religious will 
speak of the love and fear of the Father 
in Heaven. And this brings to mind an 
atheist who once, speaking of Christian- 
ity’s utility, said that he found its decline 
troubling because he knew it would lead 
to social breakdown and tyranny. If such 
a person had a sound grasp of man’s psy- 
chology and were to develop a religion 
to help control behavior — a good, lam- 
entably, that too many atheists look only 
to the government to effect — something 
akin to the Heaven-Hell model is precise- 
ly what he would invent. 

This utility of faith (aside from its 
reality) is no doubt why George Wash- 
ington warned in his Farewell Address in 
1796, “Let us with caution indulge the 
supposition that morality can be main- 
tained without religion. Whatever may 
be conceded to the influence of refined 
education on minds of peculiar structure, 
reason and experience both forbid us to 
expect that National morality can prevail 
in exclusion of religious principle.” Now, 
it’s important to understand Washing- 


ton’s meaning. He was not saying that an 
atheist cannot be what we call “moral”; 
rather, his point was that there is a dif- 
ference between something being true in 
principle and being true in the particular. 
In other words, while an unusual indi- 
vidual (one of “peculiar structure”) may 
reject faith yet be moral, at the level of 
population (“national morality”’) this just 
won’t happen. But why not? 

I know of a man, of a different kind of 
peculiar structure, who once told some- 
one close to me, “Murder’s not wrong; it’s 
just that society says it is.” Likewise, the 
young Jeffrey Dahmer, who would go on 
to become one of America’s most notori- 
ous serial killers, once rhetorically asked 
his parents, “If there’s no God, why can’t 
I just make up my own rules?” What type 
of thought process brings one to such a 
point? Were these men crazy? Well, yes, 
if you consider it crazy taking a certain 
peculiar but now common world view to 
its logical conclusion. 

Here is the road these men went down: 
What we call right and wrong can only 
be determined by one of two things, man 
or something outside of him. If it’s some- 
thing outside of and above us, something 
all-knowing, all-powerful, and inerrant 
— what we call God — then we can say 


From Father in Heaven to fathers in the home: Research has shown that religious fathers (and 
mothers) have much better relationships with their children than do secularists. 
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more time than, but also more than seven times as much money as, their secular counterparts. 


that Absolute Truth exists; we can say it’s 
unchanging, universal, eternal, and non- 
negotiable. We can say that right and 
wrong are real. But what are the implica- 
tions if man is all there is? Well, if we 
learned that the vast majority of the world 
loved chocolate but hated vanilla, would 
we say that this made vanilla “wrong” or 
“evil”? It would be silly; it’s all a matter 
of taste. But how would it be any differ- 
ent saying murder was wrong or evil if 
the only reason we did so was that the 
vast majority of the world preferred we 
not engage in what we consider the “un- 
just” killing of others? It then, as with 
flavors, would occupy the realm of taste. 
Then murder wouldn’t really be wrong; it 
would just be “that society says it is.” And 
then I could “just make up my own rules” 
because, absent God, that is all man is 
doing, anyway, and I’m a man myself. 
This brings us to my theory as to why 
serial killers are more intelligent than av- 
erage: They’re smart enough to take the 
road of atheism to its final dead end, but 


not wise enough to reject it. They think 
matters through to the wrong conclusion. 

Another man clever enough to take the 
dark road less traveled to its terminus is 
world-renowned botanist Lawrence Tre- 
vanion. He has said in certain Internet dis- 
cussion forums, “There is no such thing 
as consciousness.... The simple fact is, we 
regard other people as objects and sci- 
ence can address everything about them 
as objects.... Evidence suggests that peo- 
ple are evolved objects with an evolved 
ability to use language.” Just like Larry’s 
plants, you see, we’re evolved animate 
objects; though possessing the power of 
locomotion, we’re better described as or- 
ganic robots, some pounds of chemicals 
and water. That may sound cold and even 
sociopathic, but if we have no souls, what 
else could we be? If we have no spirit, 
Trevanion is not dead spiritually — he is 
dead right. 

Thus is it clear why religiosity yields 
a more moral, charitable, selfless, and 
“nicer” society. Oh, you might say you’re 


This brings to mind an atheist who once, speaking 
of Christianity’s utility, said that he found its decline 
troubling because he knew it would lead to social 


breakdown and tyranny. 
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an atheist and are nicer than the average 
churchgoer, and you very well might be a 
person of peculiar structure. But what of 
national morality? Are people in general 
more likely to act in a way you might call 
“good” if they believe morality is some- 
thing unchanging, universal, eternal, and 
non-negotiable and that there are conse- 
quences for its violation, or if they be- 
lieve that murder is merely something so- 
ciety says is wrong and that we can just 
make up our own rules? Are they more 
likely to treat people well if they believe 
we’re soul-infused beings, made in God’s 
image and destined for eternal life, or if 
they suppose that we’re just objects, or- 
ganic robots that will, one day soon, dis- 
appear into oblivion? 

The point is that you may believe the- 
ology’s principles are the stuff of fairy 
tales, but what of psychology’s princi- 
ples? It may be faith that we have souls; 
it may be faith that Truth exists. But or- 
ganic robots or not, that people behave 
far differently when they believe in souls 
and Truth is not faith, but fact. This is the 
reality of man’s nature. And what is it 
called when a person denies reality, es- 
pecially a reality that, when accepted and 
acted upon, yields the kind of society he 
wants? I don’t know if it’s called being 
mentally ill, but it sure is crazy. 
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Reviled Right-wingers 


The Koch brothers are widely detested and even hated in liberal circles, supposedly 
because they “buy” political races. But this left-wing source dismisses many critical claims. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


Sons of Witchita: How the Koch Broth- 
ers Became America’s Most Powerful 
and Private Dynasty, by Daniel Schul- 
man, New York: Grand Central Publish- 
ing, 2014, 424 pages, hardcover. 


TT he Koch brothers have become 
representative of the devil incar- 
nate to leftists nationally, but Sons 
of Witchita surprisingly bursts the myth 
of the Koch brothers as real-life versions 
of The Simpsons character Monty Burns. 
Though President Obama, Senate Major- 
ity Leader Harry Reid, and House Minor- 
ity Leader Nancy Pelosi have all demon- 
ized Charles and David Koch (pronounced 
“Coke”) by name, this first major biogra- 
phy by a reporter for the leftist magazine 
Mother Jones disproves the Democratic 
Party talking points that these corporate 
titans are simply out for self-aggrandize- 
ment and self-enrichment. 

The source of this biography might be 
considered unexpected, owing to its left- 
ist iconoclasm. But Mother Jones is rare 
among a population of leftist screeds in 
that it occasionally does real reporting, 
rather than merely retailing stale left-wing 
talking points. Daniel Schulman’s book 
can be read profitably by lovers of liberty, 
despite some weaknesses. 

The book starts on the Koch brothers’ 
pedigree, with the rise of their father — 
Frederick C. Koch — to business promi- 
nence in producing petroleum products 
and his work assisting the early years of 
the anti-communist John Birch Society. 
The elder Koch endured a long lawsuit 
against an association of oil industry 
producers, and prevailed. But the mental 
cost was such that he advised his chil- 
dren to stay away from lawsuits, advice 
the four sons failed to keep in decades 
of suing each other for control over the 
family company. The eldest son, Freder- 
ick R. Koch, evinced no interest in Koch 
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Industries and after a Harvard education 
contented himself with patronage of the 
arts. The second son, Charles, went to 
work at Koch Industries after matriculat- 
ing from MIT, where the twins, David 
and Bill, later attended. Charles became 
the appointed heir to lead the firm, and 
eventually came into conflict with Bill, 
who was cast out of the family business 
(despite peacemaking efforts by brother 
David). 

Schulman portrays as unforgiving 
Charles, who to this day has not forgiven 
his brother Bill’s challenge to his leader- 
ship of Koch Industries. Charles is also 
portrayed as having the Midas touch in 
business, leading Koch Industries to be- 
come one of the largest privately held 
corporations in America ($115 billion 
revenue in 2012 and employing more 
than 100,000 people globally). After Bill 
and Frederick sold their shares of the 
company, Charles and David together re- 
tained 84-percent control in the company, 
making them two of the wealthiest men 
in America. 

The genotype portrayed by Schulman is 
that of a fractured, hyper-litigious family 
with money as the only goal. “The only 
thing that people like this recognize, un- 
fortunately, is money,’ Schulman quotes 
a lawyer in one of the decades-long series 
of lawsuits among the warring brothers. 
In another instance, Schulman notes that 
“the company’s disregard for the environ- 
mental consequences [of their business] 
had attracted federal scrutiny.” But while 
a leak in a butane pipeline resulted in a 
$296 million civil verdict against Koch 
Industries (at that time a record), the au- 
thor does not paint a convincing case that 
Koch Industries had done anything other 
than have an unfortunate accident. There 
are plenty of cherry-picked anecdotes in 
Schulman’s tome, enough to stoke a left- 
ist hatred for the Koch brothers, including 
occasional fines by federal agencies for 
improper business practices. 
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No Mention of Religion 
Perhaps the family fractured because of a 
lack of religious faith, though the book is 
largely silent on the issue. “Charles is not 
religious,” Schulman claims. “He adheres 
to an economic theology; his prophets are 
free-market thinkers.” Schulman even 
contends that Charles read the Old Testa- 
ment of the Bible — not for spiritual en- 
lightenment but for gleaning insight into 
economic and political power structures. 
But if Charles is not religious, Schul- 
man does portray him as a man of prin- 
ciples and not just some greedy capitalist. 
“Charles is a true believer, whose free- 
market beliefs are unquestionably self-in- 
terested — but also undeniably sincere.” 
But Charles is only self-interested in the 
most general sense of the term as a lover 
of liberty that benefits all; he’s no crony 
capitalist looking for special privileges 
from government subsidies. 

Bill is portrayed as a hothead bent on 
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Charles is only self-interested in the most general 
sense of the term as a lover of liberty that benefits 
all; he’s no crony capitalist looking for special 
privileges from government Subsidies. 


vengeance from any perceived wrong, and 
a womanizer who “would eventually sire 
five children by four women.” Likewise, 
David is described as a playboy bachelor 
into his 40s, when a plane crash from 
which he barely survived forced him to 
conclude it was time to get married and 
settle down. Both of the twins, however, 
are documented as generous benefactors 
to the arts. 


JBS Influence 

“Charles joined the John Birch Society in 
the early 1960s,” Schulman claims, add- 
ing that a friend reported that “he didn’t 
take the conspiracy stuff very seriously.” 
Yet Schulman describes Koch as fighting 
various organized government regulatory 
conspiracies — and even conspiracies 
within his own family — over a period of 
decades. 

Charles split with The John Birch So- 
ciety over the issue of Vietnam, Schul- 
man states, which Charles opposed. JBS 
Founder Robert Welch, Schulman cor- 
rectly observed, “at first opposed U.S. in- 
volvement.” But political considerations 
muted the anti-war message within the 
JBS: “Faced with alienating the flag- 
waving conservatives within the soci- 
ety’s fraying ranks, he adopted a more 
nuanced stance. ‘Victory, Then Peace’ 
became the society’s slogan.” But Welch 
was much more principled than Schul- 
man gives him credit for. In 1967, when 
the Vietnam War had already escalated to 
the point where hundreds of thousands of 
American troops were deployed, Welch 
readily acknowledged in his widely cir- 
culated article The Truth About Vietnam: 
“In this writer’s opinion, we should never 
have become involved in Vietnam at all.” 
However, he recommended a different 
exit strategy than that of the Left: “But, 
regardless of how we got there, or who 
put us there, we are too deeply involved 
today to have any honorable way out ex- 
cept through victory. It should be our de- 
termination not to escalate the war, nor to 
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prolong it, nor to muddle through it, but 
to win it.” (Emphasis in original.) 
Charles had already become enamored 
with libertarian ideology after encoun- 
tering the lectures of Robert LeFevre, an 
ideology David shared. Charles adapted a 
number of John Birch Society organizing 
strategies to bring libertarian ideology to 
political prominence. Schulman quotes 
Charles’ friend George Pearson as stat- 
ing: “We did not see politicians as set- 
ting the prevalent ideology but as reflect- 
ing it,” which is straight out of the JBS 
playbook of creating the understanding 
that will ultimately shape what happens 
in the halls of Congress, for the simple 
reason that politicians will respond to 
the informed pressure of their constitu- 
ents. And those who don’t can expect the 
wrath of the constituents at election time. 
Koch funded an array of intellec- 
tual and cultural initiatives in an effort 
to tilt the culture toward libertarian- 
ism. “These contributions — which to- 
taled nearly $31 million between 2007 
and 2011 alone — have gone to endow 


Family feud: The four Koch brothers were in litigation for nearly two decades following the death 


professorships, underwrite free-market 
economics programs, and sponsor con- 
ferences and lecture series for libertarian 
thinkers.” Among the most prominent of 
these gifts was seed money for creation 
of the Cato Institute and the Mercatus 
Center at George Mason University. Fi- 
nally, Charles engaged in creation of 
what Schulman called “front groups.” 
These Koch-controlled organizations 
gave rise to the pejorative term “Koch- 
topus” among libertarian critics of the 
Koch brothers, including Austrian school 
economist Murray Rothbard, among the 
founders of the Cato Institute. 

There are instances where Schulman 
falls into predictable leftist mode, but 
he only destroys his arguments in subse- 
quent paragraphs. For instance, he talks 
about Charles and David’s efforts as “top- 
roots” — to contrast with “grass-roots” 
— in order to describe their efforts as not 
formed by the popular will. “Charles and 
David had learned some important lessons 
from their decades of political and public 
policy involvement. One was that it takes 
a village — preferably one populated by 
outrageously wealthy people — to build a 
free-market army.” But Schulman subse- 
quently noted that the Obama administra- 
tion had perfected the same voter-targeting 
systems that the Koch brothers tried to de- 
velop for 2012. 

Likewise, the book even unwittingly 
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of their father, Fred Koch, the founder of what became Koch Industries. Brothers Charles and 
David emerged the victors, while Frederick and William were bought out of the family business. 
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Lightning rod for the Left: David Koch has become a bogeyman for the Left because he and his 
brother Charles have devoted hundreds of millions of dollars of their own money to the libertarian 


cause over the past four decades. 


makes the case for ending political cam- 
paign disclosure laws, noting that many 
Koch Industries employees who wanted 
to donate to Democrats only did so under 
the $50 level needed to report names to 
the Federal Elections Commission. Ac- 
cording to Schulman, “They feared the 
consequences if the company discovered 
them supporting a Democrat, especially 
one that Koch Industries’ political action 
committee along with top Koch executives 
had targeted for defeat.” Absent disclosure 
requirements, those employees could have 
donated to their hearts’ content without 
fear of reprisal. 

By 2012, Schulman claims, the “Kochs 
commanded a sophisticated operation that 
had evolved over the years into a kind of 
shadow party, occupying its own center of 
gravity within the GOP universe.” But the 
reality was that — although this shadow 
party existed — it was more the result of 
the Koch brothers’ failures and factional 
splits than the result of the Cato Institute, 
Americans for Prosperity, and other recipi- 
ents of the Koch brothers’ generosity. 


Whither Ron Paul? 

Interestingly, the book omits Congressman 
Ron Paul entirely, not even mentioning 
him among a roster of 2012 presidential 
candidates. Paul’s campaign set the na- 
tion on fire with libertarian ideas, and the 
Paul presidential campaign of 2008 was 
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seen by many as the genesis of the modern 
Tea Party. It’s a glaring hole in the book, 
though an understandable one, given that 
Paul was ignored by the Koch brothers’ 
generosity during his 2008 and 2012 presi- 
dential campaigns. Interestingly, Dr. Paul 
had at one time been the first chairman of 
the Koch brothers’ Citizens for a Sound 
Economy. 

If they were such pure libertarians, why 
would the Koch brothers eschew the race 
by the most prominent libertarian to make 
a run for president in recent decades? 

Part of the reason for snubbing Ron 
Paul, according to many libertarian crit- 
ics of the Kochs, is vindictiveness over 
a libertarian who has appeared to cross 
Charles. Ron Paul endured the same type 
of enmity as Charles’ brother Bill, to hear 
some libertarians tell the story, for op- 
posing Charles as chairman of Citizens 
for a Sound Economy and befriending 
the Ludwig von Mises Institute. Intel- 
lectually, the Ludwig von Mises Institute 
— formed by Murray Rothbard (a Cato 
Institute co-founder removed by Charles 
Koch) and former Ron Paul Chief of Staff 
Lew Rockwell — in many ways became 
the libertarian idea factory for the masses 
that the Koch brothers had always hoped 
Cato would become. Mises-affiliated 
websites dwarf Cato website traffic. In 
the 2008 campaign, it was the primary 
source for campaign updates, and near- 


ly half the attendance of all campaign 
meet-ups were LewRockwell.com (then 
a Mises affiliate) readers. 

Club for Growth — one of the more 
effective 501(c)(4)s — was founded by 
former Cato scholar Stephen Moore (who 
was later ousted from Club for Growth), 
and FreedomWorks — a factional spin- 
off from the Koch-formed Citizens for 
a Sound Economy (the other part of the 
split became the Koch brothers’ Ameri- 
cans for Prosperity) — has helped to 
produce a core of constitutionalist, lib- 
ertarian-leaning congressmen in the U.S. 
House and U.S. Senate by using a grass 
roots get-out-the-vote strategy. Both 
organizations have done more to help 
elect new libertarian-leaning congress- 
men than any other groups. By way of 
contrast, the Koch brothers’ Americans 
for Prosperity was a minor player in the 
Tea Party movement and the subsequent 
effort to get constitutionalists elected to 
Congress. 

The Koch family has even indirectly 
been an occasional hindrance to the elec- 
tion of libertarian Republicans to Con- 
gress, such as its recent $3 million dona- 
tion to the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, 
an organization that has created a mas- 
sive 2014 war chest to target constitu- 
tionalist Republicans such as Rep. Justin 
Amash (R-Mich.) and Walter Jones (R- 
N.C.) for defeat. Both Amash and Jones 
are Ron Paul proteges. Such donations 
seem incongruous with Charles’ princi- 
ples outlined above, as do Koch family 
donor meetings with billionaires in 2010 
featuring establishment political speakers 
such as Paul Ryan and Eric Cantor. 

For all of its omissions regarding the 
Ron Paul movement’s interaction with 
the Kochs, the book gives a few answers 
that are against self-interest for its leftist 
author. Schulman shows that the influ- 
ence of the Kochs on the Tea Party and 
libertarian movements is wildly exagger- 
ated. He even explodes the line that Koch 
influence on establishment politicians is 
as great as it is portrayed on the Huffing- 
ton Post and in the Democratic caucuses 
of the Congress. 

Sons of Witchita tells a family story that 
is not yet complete, about a family that 
still has enormous potential to reverse the 
course of the nation from its present path 
toward Big Brother collectivism. Hf 
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Jogger to the Rescue 


When a stroller holding two children 
rolled into a Massachusetts reservoir, a 
nearby jogger sprang into action. 

KPLC TV reported, “Police say the dou- 
ble stroller with the two kids inside, aged 
18 months and 4, rolled into the water just 
after 4 p.m. [August 18] because the brakes 
weren’t on. The parents were briefly dis- 
tracted and couldn’t stop it in time.” 

The stroller rolled into the Brookline 
Reservoir in Brookline, Massachusetts. 

Fortunately, a passing jogger witnessed 
what happened and immediately jumped 
into the water. “My first lap, I noticed a 
family — three women, two husbands, and 
three or four little kids, two in a stroller,” 
said the rescuer, who only wanted to be 
identified as Rebecca. “In my second lap, 
from about a hundred yards away, I noticed 
the women had their backs turned, with the 
stroller moving towards the reservoir.” 

When Rebecca jumped into the water, 
she noticed that the carriage was face 
down. Thankfully, two other onlookers 
ran to assist Rebecca. 

“The children were buckled in, and at 
that point it was water-logged, so one of 
the women jumped in, but she couldn’t re- 
ally swim, so I tried to help, but she ended 
up grabbing on me,” Rebecca said. 

Rebecca panicked as she performed the 
rescue, fearing the worst. 

“T was like, ‘I hope I hear them cry, I hope 
I hear them cry.’ As soon as I flipped it, one 
of the little girls started to cry,” she said. 

New England Cable News reported that 
the children were taken to Children’s Hos- 
pital in Boston as a precaution, but were 
not harmed. 

Residents attest to how easily something 
like this could happen: “It’s a cement wall 
that goes down into the water. If you have 
anyone in a wheelchair, or stroller or any- 
thing, they can go in,” said walker Will 
Carli. But police are performing an inves- 
tigation to determine if the parents were 
negligent. 

Meanwhile, Rebecca’s timely inter- 
vention seemed not just fortuitous but 
even miraculous in the eyes of at least 
one police officer. Rebecca, you see, does 
not even live in Brookline, Massachu- 
setts, but in New York; she just happened 
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to be in town for her father’s birthday 
and decided to go for a run. “One word I 
can use is unbelievable. I think God has a 
plan,” Brookline Police Sgt. Robert Disa- 
rio said. “There’s a higher power that has 
a plan, and she was meant to be it today 
to save those kids.” 


No Vet Left Behind 


A wounded veteran and his wife lost 
most of their belongings in a house fire 
on August 14 in Laytonsville, Maryland, 
but with the help of some very generous 
donors, both locally and nationally, they 
have already begun the process of healing 
and restoring. 

Captain Edward Klein lost both of 
his legs when he stepped on an IED in 
Afghanistan two years ago. He spent 18 
months in rehabilitation before he and his 
wife, Jessica, moved into their handicap- 
accessible home in March. 

Just months after they moved into their 
home, however, a fire tore through the 
house. 

Moments after the fire started, the 
smoke became so thick that Jessica could 
not see more than two feet in front of her. 
She managed to escape through a base- 
ment window, and pull her husband to 
safety as well. 

Outside the burning house, they were 
astounded to see how many people had no- 
ticed the blaze and come running to help. 
“TJessica] was able to pull me out onto the 
front porch.... This is the really amazing 
part. By the time I got outside there were 
neighbors already standing on the front 
porch waiting to help,” Klein recalled. 

The generosity does not end there. 

Owners of a nearby supermarket, Kevin 
and Jason Kirsch, after hearing about the 
fire, offered to provide the Kleins free gro- 
ceries for the rest of the year. “They picked 
up Jessica, took her shopping and helped 
her carry the groceries home. I mean it was 
just fantastic,” Edward said. 

Edward and Jessica have also been 
given $10,000 by OurBravest.org, an or- 
ganization that builds homes for disabled 
veterans at no cost to the families. NBC 
Washington reported, “OurBravest.org 
plans to help the Kleins break ground on a 
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new home next year once enough money 
for construction is raised.” 

And Truckin4Troops, a non-profit organi- 
zation that helps transport wounded veterans 
and their families to fun events in an effort 
to get them out of the hospital, has helped 
the Kleins to finance a new car through its 
Vehicle Purchase Assistance Program. 


Ferguson Proud 


Some residents of Ferguson, Missouri, 
are doing their best to disassociate them- 
selves from the violent protesters and 
looters by doing something good for their 
community. 

Fox2Now St. Louis reported, “The 
‘Ferguson Proud’ organizers are making a 
difference in their community by spread- 
ing positivity at the St. Stephens Episcopal 
Church in Ferguson. They are getting to- 
gether in an effort to restore the reputation 
of the Ferguson community and their ‘I 
love Ferguson’ campaign is starting to get 
some traction.” 

“Ferguson Proud” is a campaign or- 
chestrated by the McCluer High School 
Alumni Group. As part of the campaign, 
organizers are selling T-shirts with the 
phrase “I Heart Ferg.” All proceeds from 
the sales are going to the food pantry at St. 
Stephens Church. 

The group also held a food drive on Au- 
gust 17, with an impressive turnout. 

And those in the McCluer High School 
Alumni Group are not the only ones at- 
tempting to turn Ferguson’s devasta- 
tion into something more positive. Local 
volunteers have been doing their best to 
clean streets of glass and debris following 
violent protests. Others have been cook- 
ing and offering food, water, and cleaning 
supplies to passersby, including members 
of law enforcement. Brave residents even 
stood alongside storeowners in efforts to 
prevent looting. 

Residents have even opened up their 
homes to strangers to provide them safety 
from the violence outside. And others pro- 
vided free transportation to those who were 
unable to get to their vehicles or get home 
because of the chaos and blockades in the 
evenings. Ml 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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The Racist Origin of America's Gun Control Laws 


Gun control laws may not in theory be inherently racist, but they have consistently 
served racist goals throughout American history. 
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Black and armed: Many blacks served in the armies of the Union (200,000) and Confederacy 
(5,000), and had been trained to use firearms before enactment of the Black Codes after the Civil 
War. These former soldiers provided a strong counterbalance to the depredations of the Ku Klux 


Klan, the White Leagues, and the Red Shirts. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


freed slave and tenant farmer, Roda 

Ann Childs of Griffin, Georgia, tes- 

tified on September 25, 1866 before 
the Freedman’s Bureau in her state of what 
happened when eight armed men barged 
into her home one evening: 


We were called upon one night, and 
my husband was demanded; I said he 
was not there. They then asked where 
he was. I said he was gone to the wa- 
termelon patch. They then seized me 
and took me some distance from the 
house, where they “bucked” me down 
across a log, stripped my clothes over 
my head, one of the men standing 
astride my neck, and beat me across 
my posterior, two men holding my 
legs. In this manner I was beaten until 
they were tired. Then they turned me 
parallel with the log, laying my neck 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


on a limb which projected from the 
log, and one man placing his foot 
upon my neck, beat me again on my 
hip and thigh. Then I was thrown 
upon the ground on my back, one of 
the men stood upon my breast, while 
two others took hold of my feet and 
stretched my limbs as far apart as they 
could, while the man standing upon 
my breast applied the strap to my pri- 
vate parts until fatigued into stopping, 
and I was more dead than alive. Then 
a man, supposed to be an ex-confed- 
erate soldier, as he was on crutches, 
fell upon me and ravished me. Dur- 
ing the whipping one of the men ran 
his pistol into me, and said he had a 
hell of a mind to pull the trigger, and 
swore they ought to shoot me, as my 
husband had been in the “God d***ed 
Yankee Army,” and swore they meant 
to kill every black son-of-a-b***h 
they could find that had ever fought 


against them. They then went back to 
the house, seized my two daughters 
and beat them, demanding their fa- 
ther’s pistol, and upon failure to get 
that, they entered the house and took 
such articles of clothing as suited their 
fancy, and decamped. 


Mrs. Childs’ husband had been entitled to 
own a gun as a soldier in the Union army 
during the war, but pre-war Georgia law 
had banned even free blacks from owning 
guns. Such laws threatened to leave mil- 
lions of newly freed slaves to the ravages 
of savage men, some of whom worked 
with local police, others who worked 
openly in unofficial gangs, and still oth- 
ers who worked secretly behind the white 
sheets of the Ku Klux Klan. 

Already by 1866, the carnage suffered 
by black Americans was massive, num- 
bering in the thousands across the former 
slave states. Former Mississippi Provi- 
sional Governor William L. Sharkey — a 
pre-war Supreme Court judge in the state 
and unionist during the war — testified be- 
fore Congress in 1866, “I believe that there 
are now in the State very little over half the 
number of freedmen that there were for- 
merly of slaves — certainly not more than 
two-thirds. They have died off. There is 
no telling the mortality that has prevailed 
among them; they have died off in immense 
numbers.” Sharkey — whose numbers are 
clearly exaggerated unless they include 
refugees who fled the state — concluded 
to Congress, “My expectation concerning 
them is that they are destined to extinction, 
beyond all doubt. We must judge of the 
future by the past. I could tell you a great 
many circumstances to that effect; I am 
sorry I did not come prepared with means 
to state the percentages of deaths among 
them. It is alarming, appalling. I think they 
will gradually die out.” 

Sharkey — who had been appointed 
governor by President Andrew Johnson 
and elected in 1865 to the U.S. Senate by 
Mississippi (but not seated because the 
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HISTORY. 


The Virginia slave code of 1680 made 
disarmament of all black people mandatory, 
ruling, “It shall not be lawfull for any 
negroe or other slave to carry or arme 
himselfe with any club, staffe, gunn, sword 
or any other weapon of defence or offence.” 


Reconstructionist Congress refused to seat 
congressmen from confederate states) — 
wasn’t the only one to predict extermina- 
tion of African-Americans in the postwar 
environment. Rev. Joseph E. Roy of the 
American Home Missionary Society told 
Congress of his six-month-long mission 
across the South after the war: “I heard very 
many persons remark, with great satisfac- 
tion, that the negroes would become extinct 
in a few years,” including many people 
willing to do the job themselves. 

That “extinction” could 
only take place if the armed 
African-Americans who had 
been in Union army service 
were first disarmed, a move- 
ment well under way by the 
time of Mrs. Childs’ brutal 
rape. South Carolina Freed- 
man’s Bureau official As- 
sistant Commissioner Rufux 
Saxton testified before Con- 
gress in 1866 that he also 
had documented numerous 
attempts by white suprema- 
cist gangs, calling themselves 
“regulators,” roving about 
South Carolina to disarm 
black freedmen. “I have had 
men come to my office and 
complain that the negroes had 
arms, and J also heard that [a] 
band of men called Regula- 
tors, consisting of those who 
had been in the late confed- 
erate service, were going 
around the country disarming 
negroes. I can further state 
that they desired me to sanc- 
tion a form of contract that 
would deprive the colored 
men of their arms, which I re- 
fused to do.” 
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America’s First Racist 
Gun Control Laws 

The very first gun control 
laws in America were slave 
codes that banned A frican- 
Americans from owning or 
bearing arms. As early as 
1640, the Virginia legislature 
passed an ordinance stating 
that African-American slaves 
— then numbering fewer 
than 300 in the British colo- 
ny — would be exempt from 
mandatory militia service. The Virginia 
slave code of 1680 made disarmament 
of all black people mandatory, ruling, 
“Tt shall not be lawfull for any negroe or 
other slave to carry or arme himselfe with 
any club, staffe, gunn, sword or any other 
weapon of defence or offence,” a prohi- 
bition repeated in the 1705 Virginia slave 
code, written in more modern language, 
requiring that “no slave go armed with 
gun, sword, club, staff, or other weapon.” 


William lIP’s penal laws: English Parliamentarian Edmund Burke 
described the Irish penal laws — which disarmed Irish Catholics — as 
“a machine of wise and elaborate contrivance, as well fitted for the 
oppression, impoverishment and degradation of a people, and the 
debasement in them of human nature itself, as ever proceeded from the 
perverted ingenuity of man.” 


The prohibition against slaves owning 
or carrying guns or other weapons in Brit- 
ain’s American colonies preceded other 
gun control laws across the British empire, 
including the penal laws against the Irish, 
which in 1695 required that “All papists 
[Catholics] within this kingdom of Ireland 
shall before the 1st day of March, 1696, 
deliver up to some justice of the peace or 
corporation officer where such papist shall 
dwell, all their arms and ammunition, not- 
withstanding any licence for keeping the 
same heretofore granted.” 

The rules against owning guns were 
not just aimed at those nominally deemed 
“slaves” in America; they were aimed at all 
subjected peoples. The text of Virginia’s 
first slave code applied the same restriction 
to “free” blacks and indentured servants 
(mostly Irish Catholics and Scotch Pres- 
byterians, but also criminals). Nearly all 
other Southern slave-holding states cop- 
ied Virginia’s lead, passing laws banning 
the ownership of guns for both slave and 
free African-Americans. These 
laws stayed in effect and were 
updated after independence 
from Britain. Georgia’s 1833 
slave code required that “the 
free persons of color, so de- 
tected in owning, using or car- 
rying fire-arms, shall receive 
on his bare back, thirty-nine 
lashes.” Alabama’s 1833 slave 
code was nearly identical, 
with exactly the same punish- 
ment. North Carolina’s 1855 
slave code simply stated: “No 
slave shall go armed with gun, 
sword, club or other weapon, or 
shall keep any such weapon.” 
The state omitted the mention 
of free blacks, largely because 
North Carolina had so few free 
African-Americans. 

Texas may have been alone 
among slave states not to pass 
an outright ban on slaves bear- 
ing arms, perhaps in part due 
to legislative fidelity to the 
1836 state constitution that 
mandates, “Every citizen shall 
have the right to bear arms in 
defence of himself and the re- 
public.” Though blacks were 
not considered citizens in 
antebellum Texas, the legisla- 
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ture was assumed not to have the 
power to pass legislation prohib- 
iting any ownership of guns. 

The reason slave codes denied 
the right to keep and bear arms to 
slaves is easily understandable. 
The whites feared the slaves 
would rebel. Arming slaves may 
have led to a revolution the slave- 
masters did not want. But that 
didn’t explain the ban on free 
blacks owning guns. The deeper 
purpose behind the ban on own- 
ing and bearing arms was to take 
away any thought that those 
people had individual rights. And 
it went far beyond the practical 
denial of a long-held individual 
right among Anglo-American 
people; the deeper issue had to 
do with placing the master as 
a god above the slave, with the 
power of life and death. 

This point was brought home 
in the 1830 case of North Caro- 
lina v. Mann, when the Supreme 
Court of North Carolina defend- 
ed the right of a master who had 
shot his slave named Lydia while 
she was trying to run away. The case es- 
tablished that slavery was less about labor 
than about dehumanizing power. “The 
slave, to remain a slave,” Justice Thom- 
as Ruffin wrote in his decision, “must 
be made sensible, that there is no appeal 
from his master; that his power is in no 
instance, usurped; but is conferred by the 
laws of man at least, if not by the law of 
God.” The words of Ruffin blasphemously 
perverted the words of St. Paul in Chapter 
13 of his Letter to the Romans: “Let every 
soul be subject to higher powers: for there 
is no power but from God: and those that 
are, are ordained of God. Therefore he that 
resisteth the power, resisteth the ordinance 
of God ... for he beareth not the sword in 
vain. For he is God’s minister: an avenger 
to execute wrath upon him that doth evil.” 

Ruffin hadn’t really made any inno- 
vation of law in the antebellum South, 
as laws in many states implicitly — and 
sometimes explicitly — gave masters the 
power of life and death over their slaves. 
For example, Virginia’s slave code of 1705 
stipulated that “if any slave resist his mas- 
ter, or owner, or other person, by his or 
her order, correcting such slave, and shall 
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Citizenship and arms: Dred Scott, a sla 
was illegal, sued for his freedom. The Supreme Court denied him. 

Chief Justice Roger Taney warned that if blacks became citizens they 
could “keep and carry arms wherever they went.” 


. 


happen to be killed in such correction, it 
shall not be accounted felony; but the mas- 
ter, owner, and every such other person so 
giving correction, shall be free and acquit 
of all punishment and accusation for the 
same, as if such accident had never hap- 
pened.” In early America, slavery quickly 
came to be divided between traditional 
slavery practiced in almost every nation 
and culture — what the English some- 
times called “indentured servitude” and 
today is called “white slavery” — and 
the “chattel” slavery that bound African- 
Americans. The distinction became a gulf 
by the mid-1700s, as indentured servants 
traditionally had some rights and were 
generally only bound for a limited time 
(and this system was abolished after the 
War for Independence from Britain). Afri- 
can-American “chattel” slavery — a word 
that means “moveable property” and is 
derived from the English word “cattle” — 
was for the life of the slaves and all of their 
descendants. In such a system, it was vital 
the slave-owner be the only one bearing 
the “sword,” and to be the god-figure with 
the power of life and death over the slave. 

The ban on ownership of guns by nomi- 
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nally free African-Americans in 
most states had the same purpose 
as slavery. In essence, a ban on 
ownership of weapons is the ul- 
timate badge of slavery and in- 
feriority to the higher power that 
bears the “sword.” Whether it was 
the “free” African-Americans in 
Virginia or the Irish tenant under 
penal laws as an indentured ser- 
vant, the purpose behind gun con- 
trol was to keep them in a state of 
slavery with or without the name. 
Establishing the right to keep 
and bear arms was a key fight 
in the Anglo-American tradi- 
tion, and an important part of 
the English Bill of Rights signed 
by William of Orange in 1689. 
That document stipulated “the 
subjects which are Protestants 
may have arms for their defence 
suitable to their conditions and as 
allowed by law.” The document 
was a predecessor of the U.S. 
Second Amendment, the former 
passed in part because the de- 
posed Catholic King James II 
had deprived some Protestants of 
weapons. The British Bill of Rights com- 
plained James II had caused “several good 
subjects being Protestants to be disarmed 
at the same time when papists were both 
armed and employed contrary to law.” 
Persons possessing rights have histori- 
cally been capable of owning and bearing 
arms, while slaves have not. The complete 
subjugation of all blacks — whether “free” 
or slave — was driven home by Supreme 
Court Chief Justice Roger Taney in the 
infamous Dred Scott case in 1856. Taney 
stressed in his Dred Scott v. Sandford opin- 
ion that if African-Americans could be 
admitted as citizens in any state, “It would 
give to persons of the negro race, who were 
recognised as citizens in any one State of 
the Union, the right ... to keep and carry 
arms wherever they went.” Taney cor- 
rectly noted that even in some Northern 
U.S. states, blacks were denied the right to 
keep and bear arms. “By the laws of New 
Hampshire, collected and finally passed in 
1815,” Taney wrote, “no one was permitted 
to be enrolled in the militia of the State but 
free white citizens, and the same provision 
is found in a subsequent collection of the 
laws made in 1855. Nothing could more 
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Violence upon the disarmed: The Ku Klux Klan and the White Leagues (of Louisiana) engaged 
in numerous massacres of black Americans after the Civil War, at a time when many blacks were 


still unable to obtain firearms for their protection. 


strongly mark the entire repudiation of the 
African race.” Not surprisingly, blacks had 
few rights in those Northern states before 
the Civil War — being without the right to 
keep and bear arms — and were reduced in 
many instances to a state of near-slavery. 

In his Dred Scott opinion, Taney also 
claimed, falsely, that African-Americans 
were denied both citizenship and the right 
to keep and bear arms in every state, a point 
Associate Justice Benjamin Curtis refuted 
in his dissent. Taney wrote of blacks in his 
decision: “We think they are not, and that 
they are not included, and were not intended 
to be included, under the word ‘citizens’ in 
the Constitution, and can therefore claim 
none of the rights and privileges which that 
instrument provides for and secures to citi- 
zens of the United States.” 

But the reality was that blacks were 
considered full citizens in Massachusetts 
before adoption of the U.S. Constitution, 
and in Vermont as soon as it joined the 
union. Shortly after Massachusetts rati- 
fied its 1780 constitution declaring that 
“all men are born free and equal,” the 
state courts were beset with slaves de- 
manding their freedom under that provi- 
sion of the constitution. 
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The state constitution deemed them 
“free and equal,” protecting for them all 
the rights possessed by white people, in- 
cluding both the right to vote and the right 
to keep and bear arms. In fact, Revolu- 
tionary War veteran and freed slave Toby 
Gilmore owned a cannon on his Raynham, 
Massachusetts, farm and, according to 
local tradition, publicly fired it off during 
annual Fourth of July celebrations. Gil- 
more’s cannon — which stands as a thun- 
dering refutation of today’s gun control 
lobby argument that the Founding Fathers 
did not intend the Second Amendment to 
protect citizen ownership of “military- 
style assault weapons” — currently re- 
sides in the Old Colony Historical Society 
in Taunton, Massachusetts. 


Black Codes After the Civil War 

Even after abolition of slavery with the 
13th Amendment, racist gun control laws 
were used to keep African-Americans in 
a state of subjugation. Across the former 
Confederate states, reconstituted legis- 
latures in 1865 passed laws designed to 
reduce the status of African-Americans 
back to slaves without the name. These 
laws became known as the “Black Codes,” 


and even some of the Northern states — 
such as Oregon — enforced Black Codes 
for decades. In the South, many of the old 
slave codes were simply re-enacted, with 
the word “slave” struck out and “negro” 
or “freeman” inserted. Most also passed 
apprenticeship and vagrancy laws that 
placed African-Americans in long-term, 
forced agricultural contracts unless they 
carried work papers with a plantation. 

Even their right to freedom of worship 
was taken from them under the infamous 
Black Codes. Ever since the abortive Ga- 
briel Prosser slave revolt in Virginia in 
1800, organized under the auspices of re- 
ligious meetings, slave codes restricted 
black people’s religious gatherings. Mis- 
sissippi’s Black Codes of 1865 likewise 
prohibited African-Americans from “exer- 
cising the function of a minister of the Gos- 
pel without a license from some regularly 
organized church.” Freedman’s Bureau 
Assistant Commissioner Thomas Conway 
testified to Congress on February 22, 1866 
that in Louisiana, religious meetings were 
often broken up under a similar law that 
banned religious meetings after 9:00 in the 
evening: “There was an order issued at all 
the station-houses of the city, that the po- 
lice in their various beats should break up 
any meetings of colored people held after 9 
o’clock, and in some places meetings were 
broken up and the worshipers were all car- 
ried off to jail. This was done violently, 
and, on account of it, the city was almost 
reduced to a state of riot and revolution, the 
colored people having been unwilling to 
endure the persecution.” 

But there was no armed resistance, 
since only the white population possessed 
guns. And the recently freed population 
of ex-slaves were often slaughtered by 
new secret societies bent on terrorism and 
murder, such as the Ku Klux Klan and the 
White Leagues (and after 1875, the less 
secret Red Shirts). 

Mississippi’s Black Codes provided a 
$10 fine (about $650 in today’s money) 
for black ownership or possession of guns, 
but in Florida the penalty for an African- 
American owning a gun was positively 
medieval. Florida stipulated that black gun 
owners would be required to “stand in the 
pillory ... for one hour, and then whipped 
with thirty-nine lashes on the bare back.” 
Thirty-nine lashes was also the standard 
penalty under slave codes in many of the 
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Southern states for gun ownership. South 
Carolina also prescribed “corporal punish- 
ment” for blacks owning guns. 

Even African-American soldiers on 
duty in the U.S. Army were subject to per- 
secution under the Black Codes. Conway 
also testified of vagrancy laws: “In the city 
of New Orleans last summer [1865], under 
the orders of the acting mayor of the city, 
Hugh Kennedy, the police of that city con- 
ducted themselves toward the freedmen, in 
respect to violence and ill usage, in every 
way equal to the old days of slavery; arrest- 
ing them on the streets as vagrants, with- 
out any form of law whatever, and simply 
because they did not have in their pock- 
ets certificates of employment from their 
former owners or other white citizens. I 
have gone to the jails and released large 
numbers of them, men who were indus- 
trious and who had regular employment; 
yet because they had not the certificates 
of white men in their pockets they were 
locked up in jail to be sent out to 
plantations.... Some members of 
the seventy-fourth United States 
colored infantry, a regiment 
which was mustered out but 
one day, were arrested the next 
because they did not have these 
certificates of employment. This 
was done to these men after hav- 
ing served in the United States 
army three years.” 


Some Relief Under 
the 14th Amendment 
When the 14th Amendment was 
declared ratified in 1868 (the re- 
constructionist Congress forced 
former Confederate states to 
ratify it as a condition of renew- 
ing congressional representation), 
the Black Codes — including the 
race-based prohibition of keep- 
ing and bearing arms — became 
instantly unconstitutional. The 
amendment granted citizenship to 
blacks and stipulated that no state 
could “deprive any person of life, 
liberty, or property, without due 
process of law; nor deny to any 
person within its jurisdiction the 
equal protection of the laws.” 
The amendment required at 
least nominal equality under 
the law, but attempts to prohibit 
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black citizens from obtaining firearms 
for their self-defense continued under 
new Jim Crow laws. Dubbed “separate 
but equal” by its proponents, only the 
first half of the proposition under Jim 
Crow was ever designed to be true. The 
new racist laws in many states took on a 
nominally even-handed appearance, even 
though they were designed to subjugate 
black Americans. In order to stop blacks 
from voting, a literacy test was enacted in 
many of the Southern states where it had 
been a crime for decades to teach slaves 
how to read. And to ensure that illiterate 
whites could continue to vote uninter- 
rupted, the same legislatures enacted the 
“grandfather clause.’ The grandfather 
clause stated that if a person or his father 
or grandfather could vote in the United 
States before 1860, they wouldn’t have to 
take the literacy test in order to vote. In 
other words, the literacy test would only 
apply to blacks. 


*. 


General Rufus Saxton: The Congressional Medal of Honor-winning 
Civil War general testified before Congress that he had tried to 
thwart — as an official of the Freedman’s Bureau — attempts to 
disarm blacks in the post-war South. 


That’s how Jim Crow worked toward 
disarming black Americans. A year after 
Homer Plessy, who was black, was arrest- 
ed for boarding a segregated white train 
car in Louisiana in the famous case that 
eventually added a Supreme Court im- 
primatur upon Jim Crow, Florida passed 
a law that incorporated gun control into 
Jim Crow by prohibiting the carrying of 
handguns and repeating rifles without a 
license. And just as Homer Plessy paid 
extra for a ticket to the first-class car and 
was told there was no first-class car for 
African-Americans, the “separate but 
equal” gun control laws were likewise 
only half true because they weren’t ap- 
plied equally. Florida Justice Rivers Bu- 
ford’s concurring opinion Watson v. Stone 
(1941) stated of the 1893 law: “The origi- 
nal act was passed when there was a great 
influx of Negro laborers ... and the Act 
was passed for the purpose of disarm- 
ing the Negro laborers.... The statute was 
never intended to be applied 
to the white population and in 
practice has never been so ap- 
plied.” The law was set aside in 
the 1941 Florida court decision, 
but not because of its racism. 

In the history of gun control 
elsewhere across the globe, there 
have been many examples of 
genocide where the victim race 
or ethnic group has been dis- 
armed before the genocide took 
place. One particularly valuable 
scholarly analysis of this trend 
was the 1994 book Lethal Laws 
by Jay Simkin, Alan Rice, and 
Aaron Zelman, which analyzed 
the gun control laws of six na- 
tional genocides. In each of 
the six cases, from the Turk- 
ish slaughter of the Armenians 
to the Nazi annihilation of the 
Jews to the Rwandan Hutus kill- 
ing the Tutsis, strict gun control 
laws were in place for the victim 
populations before the genocide. 
America avoided genocide, but 
historically its gun control laws 
served a similar racist purpose 
by subjugating African-Ameri- 
cans legally and leaving them to 
the ravages of terrorist organiza- 
tions such as the Red Shirts and 
the Ku Klux Klan. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Experience Changes 


Couple’s View on Guns 


ABC News reported on July 16 about a 
young couple’s experience that has per- 
manently transformed their view on guns. 
James Dittrich and his fiancée, Meredith 
Duffy, had been living in an apartment in 
East Orange, New Jersey, for three months 
when they were targeted by criminals. Dit- 
trich had just taken their dog out for a late- 
night walk when two men followed him 
up to his third-floor apartment. “I heard 
footsteps, and they kind of bum-rushed me 
from behind,” he told ABC News. “And 
I turned around, and there was a revolver 
in my face.” After giving the men all the 
cash he had in his wallet, the men angrily 
demanded to be let into his apartment. Dit- 
trich complied with their demands but tried 
to make as much noise as possible to alert 
to the danger. Duffy was in the bedroom fast 
asleep and didn’t wake until one of the men 
began to sexually assault her at gunpoint. 

Dittrich was being held in the living 
room by the other intruder and was unaware 
of the violent assault that was taking place 
in the bedroom. Dittrich kept making a lot 
of noise in an attempt to wake neighbors. 
“T thought, ‘If I make enough commotion 
it’s going to make him nervous, it’s going 
to get his attention, it might get the neigh- 
bors to call for help,’” Dittrich told ABC 
News. The noise was loud enough that the 
intruder in the bedroom stopped his attack 
and dragged Duffy into the living room by 
Dittrich. The armed thug ordered Duffy to 
dump out her purse, which she did. 

Duffy noticed that her cellphone was 
among the belongings that fell out of her 
purse. Dittrich realized something drastic 
needed to be done if they were to survive 
this ordeal. He was standing, staring at the 
two men, one of whom was armed, and 
thought to himself that ifhe could get a firm 
hold of the gun and prevent the intruder 
from firing it, his fiancée might be able to 
contact the authorities. So he seized the mo- 
ment and grabbed the gun that the armed 
assailant was holding and began strug- 
gling with him over it.” Dittrich told ABC 
News that he “reached up and ... grabbed 
[the gun].... I couldn’t wrestle it free, but I 
knew, with both hands on it, I had control 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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of it, and that was the opportunity that she 
needed to call. And I just, I really just hoped 
I could keep control of it for her to make 
that call.” Duffy used the opportunity to 
grab her cellphone and dial 911. The bur- 
glars furiously began beating Dittrich while 
Duffy screamed to the 911 operator. 

“That was the absolute hardest part, 
was that when I dialed 911, they were just 
beating him so absolutely mercilessly and 
brutally,” she told ABC News. “And the 
one kept yelling, ‘Shoot him, shoot him, 
shoot him.’” 

The attackers fled but not before they 
had beaten Dittrich bad enough that they 
broke his nose, both cheekbones, and his 
orbital bone. Both of the victims were 
rushed to an emergency room to be treated 
for their injuries. 

The incident occurred over a year ago, 
and Dittrich and Duffy have since moved 
back home to Youngstown, Ohio. They 
have had to postpone their marriage plans 
while Dittrich heals but the young couple 
knows that fighting back was what saved 
their lives on that fateful night. They told 
ABC News that this experience caused a 
huge shift in their views on gun control. 
They now are both proud gun owners and 
keep a handgun in the bedroom. “I didn’t 
want a gun. I specifically didn’t want 
one,” Dittrich told ABC News. “I was very 
much opposed to hav[ing] one, and I guess 
I got the realization that the police really 
can’t protect you. They can respond, and 
they can protect you once they get there. 
But, you’re on your own.” 


Can’t Fool Me Twice 


The Atlanta Journal-Constitution reported 
on July 14 that a southwest Atlanta home- 
owner shot and killed an apparent burglar 
shortly after the break of dawn. Atlanta Po- 
lice Captain Paul Guerrucci told the news- 
paper that they received a call “by one of 
the homeowners and it appears that the in- 
dividual shot was an intruder on the man’s 
property.... The intruder was found outside 
the house, but we’re still speaking with the 
homeowner and trying to determine exactly 
what happened. On the surface, it would 
appear like a burglary attempt.” Officer 
Kim Jones told the Journal-Constitution 


that someone broke into the man’s home 
the weekend before, but authorities are not 
yet sure if the intruder in that incident is 
the same person who was fatally shot in 
this most recent break-in. The NBC affili- 
ate in Atlanta reported that Captain Guer- 
rucci stated that the “subject broke into that 
house, which also put the homeowners in 
fear of their lives.” 


“Not Sitting Ducks” 


Quintin Wood, a mild-mannered postal 
carrier, was burglarized four years ago 
and had a great number of his possessions 
stolen. The ABC affiliate out of Houston, 
Texas, reported that Wood swore he would 
never fall prey to burglars again. On Au- 
gust 26, Wood was put to the test when 
his home was once again targeted for a 
burglary. Wood was home alone when he 
heard the doorbell ring late at night. When 
he didn’t answer the door, the person on 
the other side began banging on it loudly. 
The would-be intruder began kicking the 
door so hard that the wooden frame hold- 
ing the door broke. 

Wood called 911 to report a burglary 
in process, retrieved his gun, and walked 
out of his bedroom, toward his front door. 
When Wood confronted the intruder inside 
the house, the suspect aggressively moved 
toward him, so Wood fired his handgun 
at the man. Wood only fired once, but the 
shot hit the burglar, who collapsed in the 
tile entryway of the two-story home. 

Wood said the man pleaded with him 
“to call his girlfriend.... He kept saying 
‘T’ma thief, I’m a thief.’” Authorities later 
identified the suspect as 25-year-old Avery 
Jamal Powell, who received life-saving 
medical treatment and is now charged 
with burglary of a habitation. Powell was 
paroled last November on a felony for- 
gery conviction and was arrested after he 
was paroled on a misdemeanor weapons 
charge and served more jail time. 

Wood’s neighbors in the mostly elderly 
community voiced support for him, with 
one telling ABC News, “He did the right 
thing.... We’re a community of older 
homeowners ... and we’re not sitting 
ducks.” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Harming the 
Disabled and the 
Budget With “Kindness” 


ITEM: “Just in time for the 79th anniver- 
sary of Social Security comes ‘The 2014 
Annual Report of the Board of Trustees 
of the Federal Old-Age and Survivors In- 
surance and Federal Disability Insurance 
Trust Funds,’ with the current and pro- 
jected financial status of the trust funds,” 
noted Newsday for August 21. 

The report, wrote Jill Schlesinger in the 
Long Island newspaper, “contained some 
optimistic parts, but also some scary reali- 
ties for programs that account for about 
40 percent of federal spending. The good 
news is that the ... increase in tax revenue 
to the government, has helped improve the 
financial health of the massive system — 
which includes retirement and disability 
benefits, as well as Medicare, the nations 
health care coverage for seniors.” 

There is also some “bad news,” she ac- 
knowledged. The Newsday account cited 
the trustees saying: “Neither Medicare nor 
Social Security can sustain projected long- 
run program costs in full under currently 
scheduled financing, and legislative chang- 
es are necessary to avoid disruptive conse- 
quences for beneficiaries and taxpayers.” 
ITEM: An account in U.S. News & World 
Report for August 22 reported: “The rising 
number of people receiving Social Secu- 
rity Disability Insurance benefits in recent 
decades and the projected depletion of the 
program § trust fund in 2016 are whipping 
up a frenzy in some quarters that disability 
insurance is ‘out of control.’ Dont believe 
it. These developments were largely antici- 
pated and are quite manageable if policy- 
makers don t lose their heads over them.” 
CORRECTION: There is a certain type of 
optimist who is determined to see more 
in something than is actually there. Advo- 
cates of large government programs that 
foster dependence on even bigger govern- 
ment fall into this category. They see more 
than a glass that is half-full; apparently 
they believe it can be filled to overflow- 
ing by wishing it were so. 

Social Security has an unfunded liabil- 
ity in the multi-trillion-dollar range de- 
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The disability gig: This woman, a former bakery worker, is on disability and is signing up for 
unemployment benefits. Unlike other people who gain disability payments, she indicated that she 
plans to look for another job. 


pending on how one calculates the short- 
fall, and the problems are getting worse. 

As was pointed out by Jagadeesh 
Gokhale in Investor ’s Business Daily in 
August, since the Social Security Board 
of Trustees’ 2004 report was issued, the 
unfunded obligation of the program has 
grown by a whopping $14.5 trillion. To 
bring the program to fully funded status, 
“the payroll tax rate would have to be in- 
creased by 33% — from its current 12.4% 
rate to 16.5% immediately and permanent- 
ly. Alternatively, benefits must be reduced 
across-the-board by a commensurate 25%, 
also immediately and permanently.” 

The insolvency of the disability com- 
ponent of Social Security is imminent. 
There are two “trust funds” within what 
is often called Social Security — the Old- 
Age, Survivors, and Disability Insurance 
program — though they are often referred 
to as if there were one. These are the Dis- 
ability Insurance (DI) Trust Fund and the 
Old-Age and Survivors Insurance (OASI) 
Trust Fund, the latter being about 10 times 
as large as DI. The latest trustees’ report 
admits that the DI fund will be exhausted 
in 2016. That is just around the corner. 

This is a real problem — especially con- 
sidering that the number of disability re- 
cipients has grown about fivefold since the 
program began in 1966, currently reaching 


around one in every 20 among the working- 
age population. The federal government, as 
has been noted in the Tulsa World, spends 
more money annually on payments for dis- 
abled former workers than on food stamps 
and welfare combined. 

Yet, when the trustees recently came out 
with their report, the ranking member of 
the House Social Security subcommittee, 
Representative Xavier Becerra (D-Calif), 
seemed delighted with the findings. He said: 
“The most serious near-term risk Social Se- 
curity faces is the impact of four years of 
Republican budget cuts, which have result- 
ed in local office closings and staff short- 
ages, long wait times on the phone and in 
person, and growing backlogs of Americans 
waiting for their earned benefits.” 

Waiting too long on the telephone is not 
the root of the difficulties. The system is 
broken. Michael Tanner, a domestic policy 
expert, was more candid in his August 3 
column for Jownhall Finance. In 2013, he 
noted, Social Security spent 


$75.6 billion more than it took in. 
This year’s gap is expected to be 
more than $80 billion. This cash-flow 
shortfall is being covered by interest 
payments on the bonds in the Social 
Security Trust Fund. 

Soon ... Social Security will have 
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to make up any shortfall by redeem- 
ing bonds from the Social Security 
Trust Fund. But the Trust Fund holds 
no actual assets — it’s only govern- 
ment bonds held by the government 
itself, essentially an accounting 
measure of how much the system is 
owed out of general revenues. 

Thus, when the Social Security 
system redeems bonds in order to 
cover its deficit, the money to re- 
deem them, like today’s interest pay- 
ments, comes from general revenues, 
meaning that it simply increases our 
annual budget deficits and growing 
national debt. 


In fact, as Tanner observed, this “account- 
ing gimmick” will be 


irrelevant anyway after 2033, when 
the Trust Fund will be exhausted. 
By then, Social Security will have 
redeemed $2.8 trillion in bonds. Of 
course, you may have noticed that 
the federal budget doesn’t really have 
$2.8 trillion to spare. 

From there on out, Social Secu- 
rity’s unfunded liabilities top $24.9 
trillion. Add that to the $2.8 trillion 
needed to redeem the Trust Fund, and 
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Social Security is running roughly 
$27.7 trillion in the red. That’s $1.8 
trillion more than last year. 


As one might expect, most of the supposed 
solutions are of the “kick-the-can-down- 
the-street” variety. These are the types of 
pretend fixes that got us into trouble in the 
first place. One such remedy now being 
bandied about would take from the OASI 
and give to the DI fund. The goal here, 
albeit unspoken, is so members in Con- 
gress don’t get caught in the crossfire in 
two years when disability benefits would 
have to be cut by almost 20 percent across 
the board. Such ideas pass for deep think- 
ing on much of Capitol Hill. 

Rachel Greszler, a senior policy ana- 
lyst in economics and entitlements in the 
D.C.-based Center for Data Analysis, is 
among those who do not buy into that 
type of swap. As she has written, it is true 
that the Social Security Trust Fund is of- 
ficially projected to be solvent for a longer 
period of time than the Disability Fund. 
Yet the OASI’s shortfall, at $12.0 trillion, 
is almost 10 times the size of the shortfall 
in the DI program. “It makes little sense 
to take money from a program with larger 
deficits and give it to one with smaller def- 
icits simply because the latter will run out 


Federal fraud all around: Fraud with federal disability programs becomes routine. The New York 
Times reported in 2011 that “virtually every career employee of the [Long Island] railroad was 
applying for and receiving disability payments from the federal government.” 
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of money first,” writes Greszler. “Yet, this 
is precisely what a payroll tax reallocation 
would achieve.” 

Meanwhile, the number of beneficiaries 
in the federal disability program is grow- 
ing by about a million people each year. It 
isn’t fair to the truly disabled when others 
game the system and have helped push the 
program to the brink. Yet, when the sys- 
tem’s built-in incentives are geared more 
against employment than for working, one 
should not be surprised that once benefi- 
ciaries get on the rolls, they rarely get off. 

The unintended consequences make life 
more difficult for those who were sup- 
posed to be helped. 

The failure to reform the Disabil- 
ity Insurance program, maintains Richard 
Burkhauser, has created a situation that 
“discourages Americans with disabilities 
from working.” Burkhauser, a professor 
of policy analysis at Cornell University 
and an adjunct scholar at the American 
Enterprise Institute, has observed that the 
disability program “forces individuals to 
prove they are unable to work before pro- 
viding them with the assistance needed to 
return to work. And even then, many dis- 
abled Americans are reluctant to re-engage 
in work for fear that their health coverage 
and benefits will be lost if their work ef- 
forts fail. It is bad policy.” 

And then there are those who should 
not even be beneficiaries by the standards 
of the program. Senator Tom Coburn 
(R-Okla.), who is also a medical doctor, 
was asked to testify before a panel of the 
House of Representatives in June about 
the findings of a Senate investigation in 
which he participated. Coburn, together 
with Senator Carl Levin (D-Mich.), had 
reviewed random Social Security disabil- 
ity cases from three different offices. 

“We keep putting people on disability 
who are not truly disabled,” Coburn told 
the House Oversight and Government Re- 
form Committee at a hearing. The senator 
went on: “Currently, 8.4 million people 
are enrolled in SSI [Supplemental Securi- 
ty Income for the disabled], at a cost to the 
federal government of nearly $56.5 billion 
in 2013,” he said. “The number of partici- 
pants in SSI has nearly doubled over the 
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last 25 years. Growth in SSI enrollment 
also increases Medicaid spending since 
individuals enrolled in SSI are automati- 
cally eligible for Medicaid.” 

What the Senate investigation discov- 
ered was “alarming,” according to Co- 
burn. “What we found is 25 percent of the 
cases should never have been approved ... 
[for] benefits based on Social Security’s 
own rules and procedures. So, we had 25 
percent where their own administrating 
law agents didn’t follow their own rules.” 

And those rules are very flexible. What 
qualifies as a disability can be pretty 
vague. Consider the “mental disorders” 
section, which runs some 12 pages. Writ- 
ing for Forbes last year, Richard Finger 
described one of its subsections on “af- 
fective disorders.” He asked rhetorically 
if the readers had ever had “decreased en- 
ergy,” “feelings of guilt or worthlessness,” 
“difficulty concentrating,” or “sleep dis- 
turbance,” among others. He continued: 


If you answered yes to any one of 
these infirmities and it results in “dif- 
ficulties maintaining social function- 
ing,” or “marked difficulties main- 
taining concentration,” or “repeated 
episodes of decompensation,” ... 
then, bingo, you are eligible for dis- 
ability. If you don’t qualify on my 
above snippet, don’t despair, there 
are literally dozens of other possible 
maladies of the mind listed. 


The results of probes provide a clue as to 
why there has been such an increase in the 
numbers of those getting benefits, beyond 
those who truly do qualify. As Marilyn 
Zahm, vice president of the Association 
of Administrative Law Judges, has com- 
mented, “If the American public knew 
what was going on in our [Social Secu- 
rity Administration disability] system, 
half would be outraged, and the other half 
would apply for benefits.” 

Some of the administrative judges — 
who generally only get involved after 
benefits have been denied twice at lower 
levels — caught the attention of the House 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. The committee revealed that be- 
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You, too, can go on disability: Judge Harry C. Taylor regularly fell asleep while adjudicating 
disability cases or gave disability benefits without a trial, giving billions in benefits. Though called 
to testify before the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee, he still has his job. 


tween 2005 and 2013, administrative law 
judges (ALJs) placed over 3.2 million 
people on federal disability programs for 
a total cost of almost $1 trillion. The sys- 
tem’s slant is evident. 

A congressional staff report, dated June 
10, 2014, found considerable evidence that 
the Social Security agency “prioritized 
speed of processing cases over accuracy, 
resulting in many ALJs awarding benefits 
to claimants who do not meet program 
requirements, since allowances are much 
easier to issue than denials, and allow- 
ances, unlike denials, are not appealed.” 

One judge in essence gave out the equiv- 
alent of $2.5 billion in lifetime benefits 
during a period of 20-plus years, awarding 
benefits in almost 99 percent of his deci- 
sions. Noted the congressional report: “AI- 
legations of [David] Daugherty’s miscon- 
duct were ignored by SSA management for 
decades. ALJ Daugherty violated time and 
attendance policies, conducted sham hear- 
ings, rarely questioned vocational experts, 
and colluded with a claimant representative 
to award benefits in a// the representative’s 
cases.” (Emphasis in original.) 

Disability judge Harry Taylor, another 
of those mentioned in the congressional 
report, was also featured in a June piece 
for National Review Online. Jillian Kay 
Melchior, a senior fellow at the Indepen- 


dent Women’s Forum, noted that Taylor 
has long been accused of misconduct. 
(The congressional report has all the vari- 
ous citations.) The allegations against the 
judge, as she summarizes, have 


included repeatedly sexually harass- 
ing female colleagues and employ- 
ees, frequently dozing off and audibly 
snoring during hearings, and making 
an inappropriate call to a legal expert 
representing clients. But even as he 
avoided significant reprimand, he con- 
tinued to award disability benefits to 
thousands of claimants, often without 
even holding a hearing, at a taxpayer 
cost of around $2.5 billion. The kicker: 
Though the Social Security Adminis- 
tration knew of Taylor’s shortcomings, 
it allows him — to this day — to con- 
tinue judging its disability cases. 


As reflected in the congressional report, 
“genuinely disabled individuals” are being 
harmed by the explosive growth of such 
programs. They face large future benefit 
cuts because the DI trust fund “is sched- 
uled for bankruptcy in two years because 
the program has too many beneficiaries 
who do not meet the disability programs’ 
requirements.” Hi 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY SELWYN DUKE 


Should Our Freedoms Be Casualties, Too? 


ust every tragic 
and unusual gun 
death be accom- 


panied by irrational calls for 
more government intrusion 
into our lives? Virtually all of 
us have heard about Arizona 
firearms instructor Charles 
Vacca, who was accidentally 
shot and killed on August 25 
at the Last Stop gun range 
by a nine-year-old girl he 
was teaching to shoot a fully 
automatic Uzi. The incident 
was caught on video and, 
not surprisingly, caught the 
nation’s attention. Unfortu- 
nately, though, it’s reason 
and reality that were caught 
in the crosshairs. 

Many Internet commentators seized the opportunity to 
place blame for this unfortunate accident on who they call 
“gun nuts”: NRA members and Second Amendment defenders 
in general. They also placed undue onus on the young girl’s 
parents, perhaps not considering that the couple was at a gun 
range that offered machine gun rentals (with supervision) — in 
much the same way that people can pay to race cars on a closed 
track — and that the parents had the expectation that this pro- 
fessional recreational facility was safe. And this expectation 
was not unrealistic. 

As the New York Times itself reported on August 28, quot- 
ing Last Stop gun range owner Sam Scarmado, “‘In the last 14 
years, we’ve probably had 100,000 people shoot five million 
rounds of ammunition, and of those, a thousand to two thou- 
sand of them were children,’ he said. ‘We’ve never given out 
a Band-Aid — no one’s never even got a scratch.’” The paper 
added further perspective, writing, “Daniel Webster, the direc- 
tor of the Johns Hopkins Center for Gun Policy and Research, 
said that what happened at Last Stop was ‘an outlier.’ Shoot- 
ing ranges are generally regarded as safe places, where guns 
are fired in a controlled setting and under the supervision of 
trained instructors.” 

Regardless, we accept the risk inherent in recreational activi- 
ties all the time, including those listed as the most dangerous 
sports, such as horseback riding, hang gliding, rock climbing, 
skateboarding, motorcycle racing, cave diving, and heli-skiing. 
As soon as you’re conceived your life is at risk (especially, it 
seems, until birth). And if you want to drink deeply of the cup of 
life, where spillover runs down your chin, you’ll risk your neck 
even more. You may play baseball, ride motorcycles — or shoot 
guns. Why, some even take the risk of not seeing to self-defense 
and leaving themselves easy prey. 
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One argument we heard 
in the Arizona tragedy’s 
wake is that no nine-year-old 
should ever fire a gun. Now, 
while I personally wouldn’t 
have a young child discharge 
a fully-automatic weapon, 
this is silly. Historically, 
boys in America were taught 
to shoot and hunt at tender 
ages, and they even some- 
times fought in war. David 
Farragut was commissioned 
a U.S. Navy midshipman 
at the age of nine, and he 
fought in, and captained a 
ship during, the War of 1812 
when he was 12. 

We’ll also hear anti-gun 
critics say that certain fire- 
arms should be outlawed because “they were made for military 
purposes.” This has been said about the Uzi, but the reality is 
that all types of firearms were originally made for this reason. 
Should a collector be disallowed from owning an antique flint- 
lock because it was made for “military purposes’’? 

Moreover, even insofar as civilians do become “milita- 
rized,” is this always a bad thing? Consider: Second Amend- 
ment critics, along with many others, have recently been 
alarmed by the militarization of police forces and by how even 
government agencies such as the Department of Agriculture 
now have SWAT teams. I share this concern. But please read 
something the great G.K. Chesterton wrote in his 1905 book 
Heretics: 


The professional soldier gains more and more power as the 
general courage of a community declines. Thus the Preto- 
rian guard became more and more important in Rome as 
Rome became more and more luxurious and feeble. The 
military man gains the civil power in proportion as the ci- 
vilian loses the military virtues. And as it was in ancient 
Rome so it is in contemporary Europe. There never was a 
time when nations were more militarist. There never was a 
time when men were less brave. 


So, ironicially, it may be the people most lacking in military 
virtues — liberals, city residents, and anti-gun activists (almost 
complete overlap there, I know) — who are most responsible 
for the militarization they fear. And that’s what happens when 
you’re governed by fear and engage in something far more dan- 
gerous than firearms accidents: accidental policy conclusions. 

So just stop. Think. Guns haven’t killed nearly as many peo- 
ple as irrationality has. Ml 
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The Communist Manifesto 

The revolutionary document by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels sets 
forth the principles of communism that still haunt the world today, 
though not always under the name “communism.” (2009ed, 60pp, pb, 
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1984 

George Orwell warned against a nightmarish world of the fore- 
seeable future. 1984 describes in horrifying detail a time when 
the state reigns supreme and the words “individualism” and “dig- 
nity” are nowhere to be found in the “politically correct” vocabu- 
lary of “newspeak.” Originally published in 1949. (1981ed, 328pp, 
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New Lies for Old 

Soviet defector Anatoliy Golitsyn foretold plans for communism 

to become an even more potent force, including the fall of the Iron 
Curtain, “cooperation” with the West, and much more. (1990ed, 412pp, 
pb, $29.95) BKNLFO 
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No God Next Door 

Before the Bolshevik Revolution in Russia, the communists attacked 
freedom of religion and other liberties in Mexico. A prime target 
was the Catholic Church, which was subjected to terrible persecution. 
This classic study of that tragedy, written by a Catholic priest, was 
originally published in 1935. (1935ed,199pp, pb, $11.95) BKNGND 
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